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TITLE  5 — ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Part  24 — Formal  Education  Require¬ 
ments  for  Appointment  to  Certain 
Scientific,  Technical,  and  Profes¬ 
sional  Positions 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Section  24.36  (a)  (7)  (8)  (11)  is  re¬ 
voked,  §§  24.55,  24.72,  24.74,  24.81,  24.84, 
and  24.106  are  amended,  and  new 
§§  24.128,  24.129,  24.130  and  24.131  are 
added  as  set  out  below. 

§  24.55  Range  Conservationist  (Re¬ 
search),  GS-454-5-15 — (a)  Educational 
requirement.  Applicants  must  have  suc¬ 
cessfully  completed  a  full  4-year  course 
of  study  in  an  accredited  college  or  uni¬ 
versity  leading  to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher 
degree  with  major  study  in  botany  (plant 
ecology,  plant  physiology  or  genetics), 
agronomy  (forage  crops  management 
and  plant  breeding) ,  range  management 
or  a  closely  related  subject-matter  field. 
This  course  of  study  must  have  included 
at  least  10  semester  hours  of  course-work 
which  dealt  directly  with  the  ecology  of 
range  plants,  range  or  forage  plants 
management  or  breeding,  or  with  closely 
related  problems  of  range  and  forage 
crop  management. 

(b)  Duties.  Range  conservationists 
engaged  in  research  work  advise  on,  ad¬ 
minister,  supervise  or  perform  research 
in  connection  with  the  application  of 
fundamental  principles  of  plant,  soil  and 
related  sciences  to  the  problems  of  range 
maintenance  and  the  improvement  and 
the  efficient  utilization  of  range  forage 
by  livestock  and  big  game.  This  work 
includes  research  on  grazing  manage¬ 
ment,  revegetation,  fertilization,  the  con¬ 
trol  of  undesirable  range  plants,  and 
other  range  improvement  measures,  the 
nature  and  abundance  of  range  plants, 
and  the  condition  and  trend  of  range 
relationships  of  range  forage  production 
and  grazing  use  to  other  uses  of  the 
land. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties 
of  these  positions  cannot  be  performed 
without  a  sound  basic  knowledge  of  the 
fundamental  biological  and  plant  sci¬ 
ences  and  specific  training  in  range  man¬ 
agement.  These  duties  require  a  most 


exacting  and  detailed  knowledge  and 
training.  Appointees  must  have  the 
ability  to  apply  their  professional  and 
scientific  knowledge  to  their  work  in 
order  to  solve  specific  problems,  interpret 
and  apply  the  results  of  research,  both 
in  the  field  of  range  management  and  in 
related  fields  of  scienee,  or  to  do  research 
in  range  management.  The  knowledge 
and  training  required  can  only  be  ac¬ 
quired  through  the  successful  comple¬ 
tion  of  a  directed  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  which 
has  scientific  libraries,  well-equipped 
laboratories  and  thoroughly  trained  in¬ 
structors,  gives  expert  guidance  and 
evaluates  progress  competently. 

§  24.72  Botanist,  GS-430-5-15—(a ) 
Educational  requirement.  (1)  Appli¬ 
cants  must  have  successfully  completed 
one  of  the  following: 

(1)  A  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  botany  or  plant  science. 
This  course  of  study  must  have  included 
at  least  20  semester  hours  of  course- 
work  in  botany. 

(ii)  A  total  of  at  least  20  semester 
hours  of  course-work  in  botany  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university,  plus 
enough  additional  experience,  or  educa¬ 
tion,  of  an  appropriate  nature  to  total 
4  years  of  experience  and  education  or 
4  years  of  education.  The  quality  of 
this  additional  experience  or  education 
must  have  been  such  that,  when  com¬ 
bined  with  the  required  20  semester  hours 
in  botany,  it  gives  the  applicant  a  tech¬ 
nical  knowledge  comparable  to  that 
normally  acquired  through  the  success¬ 
ful  completion  of  the  full  4-year  course 
of  study  described  in  subdivision  (i)  of 
this  subparagraph. 

(2)  Applicants  for  positions  which  in¬ 
volve  highly  technical  research,  design 
or  development,  or  similar  complex  sci¬ 
entific  functions,  must  have  successfully 
completed  the  full  4-year  course  of  study 
described  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph. 

(b)  Duties.  Botanists  advise  on,  ad¬ 
minister,  supervise  or  perform  research 
or  other  professional  and  scientific  work 
in  connection  with  the  application  of  the 
fundamental  principles  of  botany  and 
related  sciences  to  problems  of  a  general 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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or  specifically  botanical  nature  in  the 
plant  sciences.  This  work  deals  with 
such  problems  as  the  investigation  of 
plant  distribution,  habits  of  growth  and 
economic  values  of  plants;  and  histolog¬ 
ical  or  histochemical  studies  of  agricul¬ 
tural  materials  such  as  plants,  fruits  and 
vegetables. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties  of 
these  positions  cannot  be  performed  suc¬ 
cessfully  without  a  sound  basic  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  fundamental  biological  and 
physical  sciences  and  specific  training  in 
botany.  The  duties  of  research  positions 
require  even  more  exacting  and  detailed 
knowledge  and  training.  Appointees 
must  have  the  ability  to  apply  their  pro¬ 
fessional  and  scientific  knowledge  to 
their  work  in  order  to  solve  specific  prob¬ 
lems,  interpret  and  apply  the  results  of 
research,  both  in  the  field  of  botany  and 
in  related  fields  of  science,  or  to  do  re¬ 
search  in  the  field  of  botany.  The 
knowledge  and  training  required  can 
only  be  acquired  through  the  successful 
completion  of  a  directed  course  of  study 
in  an  accredited  college  or  university 
which  has  scientific  libraries,  well- 
equipped  laboratories  and  thoroughly 
trained  instructors,  gives  expert  guid¬ 
ance  and  evaluates  progress  completely. 

§  24.74  Dairy  Husbandman,  GS-487 - 
5-1 5 —  ( a )  Educational  requirement.  ( 1 ) 
Applicants  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  one  of  the  following: 

(i)  A  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  dairy  husbandry  or  ani¬ 
mal  husbandry.  This  course  of  study 
must  have  included  at  least  20  semester 
hours  of  course-work  in  animal  hus¬ 
bandry,  a  major  portion  of  which  was 
in  dairy  husbandry. 

(ii)  A  total  of  at  least  30  semester 
hours  of  course-work  in  the  agricultural 
sciences  with  major  study  in  dairy  hus¬ 
bandry  or  animal  husbandry,  including 
at  least  20  semester  hours  of  course- 
work  in  animal  husbandry,  a  major  por¬ 
tion  of  which  was  in  dairy  husbandry, 
plus  enough  additional  experience,  or 
education,  of  an  appropriate  nature  to 
total  4  years  of  experience  and  educa¬ 
tion  or  4  years  of  education.  The  qual¬ 
ity  of  this  additional  experience  or 
education  must  have  been  such  that, 
when  combined  with  the  required  30 
semester  hours  in  agricultural  science, 
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it  gives  the  applicant  a  technical  knowl¬ 
edge  comparable  to  that  normally 
acquired  through  the  successful  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  full  4-year  course  of  study 
described  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this 
subparagraph. 

(2)  Applicants  for  positions  which  in¬ 
volve  highly  technical  research,  design, 
or  development,  or  similar  complex 
scientific  functions,  must  have  success¬ 
fully  completed  the  full  4-year  course  of 
study  described  in  subdivision  (i)  of 
this  subparagraph. 

(b)  Duties.  Dairy  husbandmen  ad¬ 
vise  on,  administer,  supervise  or  perform 
research  or  other  professional  and  sci¬ 
entific  work  in  connection  with  the 
breeding,  nutrition  and  management  of 
dairy  cattle.  This  may  involve  such 
things  as  the  breeding,  nutrition,  bio¬ 
chemistry,  management,  housing, 
growth,  body  form,  physiology  and  anat¬ 
omy  of  the  animals,  or  any  other  phase 
of  dairy  husbandry  which  would  tend  to 
establish  sound  breeding  programs,  find 
better  and  more  economical  methods  of 
managing  herds  of  dairy  cattle,  or  better 
dairy  husbandry  in  general.  Some  of 
these  positions  are  of  a  research  nature, 
where  the  results  of  the  work  must  be 
presented  in  writing.  Other  positions 
require  the  application  of  a  professional 
knowledge  of  dairy  husbandry  to  the 
management  of  dairy  herds,  or  to  general 
farm  management. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties 
of  these  positions  cannot  be  performed 
successfully  without  a  sound  basic 
knowledge  of  the  agricultural  sciences 
and  scientific  training  in  animal  and 
dairy  husbandry.  The  duties  of  research 
positions  require  even  more  exacting  and 
detailed  knowledge  and  training.  Ap¬ 
pointees  must  have  the  ability  to  apply 
their  professional  and  scientific  knowl¬ 
edge  to  their  work  in  order  to  solve  spe¬ 
cific  problems,  interpret  and  apply  the 
results  of  research,  both  in  the  fields  of 
animal  and  dairy  husbandry  and  in 
closely  related  fields  of  agricultural  re¬ 
search,  or  to  do  research  in  dairy  hus¬ 
bandry.  The  knowledge  and  training 
required  can  only  be  acquired  through 
the  successful  completion  of  a  directed 
course  of  study  in  an  accredited  college 
or  university  which  has  scientific  li¬ 
braries,  well-equipped  laboratories  and 
thoroughly  trained  instructors,  gives  ex¬ 
pert  guidance,  and  evaluates  progress 
competently. 

§  24.81  Mycologist,  GS-431-5-15  ( all 
options  except  medical ) — (a)  Educa¬ 
tional  requirement.  Applicants  must 
have  successfully  completed  a  full  4-year 
course  of  study  in  an  accredited  college 
or  university  leading  to  a  bachelor’s  or 
higher  degree  with  major  study  in  bot¬ 
any  or  plant  science,  including  courses 
in  mycology. 

(b)  Duties.  Mycologists  advise  on, 
administer,  supervise,  or  perform  re¬ 
search  or  other  professional  and  scien¬ 
tific  work  related  to  the  taxonomy  of  the 
fungi,  including  their  identification  and 
classification,  the  revision  of  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  the  various  groups  of  these 
plants,  and  the  curating  of  mycological 
collections;  or  the  investigation  of  the 
biological,  physiological,  cytological  or 


other  aspects  of  fungi,  particularly  as  a 
means  of  developing  methods  for  the 
use  or  control  of  these  organisms.  They 
perform  such  duties  as  planning  and  con¬ 
ducting  research  with,  and  investigations 
of,  the  fungi,  including  the  identification 
of  species  and  other  fungus  categories; 
preparation  of  monographic  studies  of 
genera,  families,  etc.;  working  out  life 
histories;  carrying  out  critical  studies 
in  the  nomenclature  of  fungi;  and  the 
preparation  of  technical  reports  on  all 
phases  of  mycological  activities,  includ¬ 
ing  descriptions  of  new  forms  with  Latin 
diagnoses. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties 
of  these  positions  cannot  be  performed 
successfully  without  a  sound  basic  knowl¬ 
edge  of  biology  and  scientific  training  in 
botany  and  mycology.  The  duties  of 
these  positions  are  of  a  scientific  and  re¬ 
search  nature  and  require  exacting  and 
detailed  knowledge  and  training.  Ap¬ 
pointees  must  have  the  ability  to  apply 
their  professional  and  scientific  knowl¬ 
edge  to  their  work  in  order  to  solve  spe¬ 
cific  problems,  interpret  and  apply  the 
results  of  research,  or  to  do  research  in 
mycology.  The  knowledge  and  training 
required  can  only  be  acquired  through 
the  successful  completion  of  a  directed 
course  of  study  in  an  accredited  college 
or  university  which  has  scientific  li¬ 
braries,  well-equipped  laboratories  and 
thoroughly  trained  instructors,  gives  ex¬ 
pert  guidance,  and  evaluates  progress 
competently. 

§  24.84  Plant  Physiologist,  GS-435-5 - 
15 — (a)  Educational  requirement.  Ap¬ 
plicants  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  a  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  plant  physiology,  botany 
or  a  closely  related  subject-matter  field 
of  plant  science.  This  course  of  study 
must  have  included  at  least  10  semester 
hours  of  course -work  in  plant  physi¬ 
ology. 

(b)  Duties.  Plant  Physiologists  ad¬ 
vise  on,  administer,  supervise  or  per¬ 
form  research  or  other  professional  and 
scientific  work  in  connection  with  one  or 
more  of  the  vital  functions  that  are 
essential  to  the  life  of  a  plant  or  its  prod¬ 
uct,  such  as  growth,  nutrition,  respira¬ 
tion  and  reproduction.  The  work  is  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  effects  of  environmental 
factors  such  as  light,  temperature,  mois¬ 
ture,  nutrients  and  applied  chemicals 
upon  rate,  kind  and  amount  of  plant 
growth,  and  the  physical  properties  and 
chemical  composition  of  plants  or  plant 
parts  in  relation  to  variety  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  growth;  the  determination  of 
the  maturity,  quality  and  storage  life  of 
flowers,  fruits,  roots,  seeds  or  other  plant 
products;  the  study  of  the  effects  and 
nature  of  substances  that  regulate  the 
growth  and  development  of  plants;  and 
the  analysis  of  experimental  data  and 
the  preparation  of  manuscripts  dealing 
with  research  investigations. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties 
of  these  positions  cannot  be  performed 
successfully  without  a  sound  basic 
knowledge  of  botany  and  the  plant  sci¬ 
ences  and  scientific  training  in  plant 


physiology  and  closely  related  sciences. 
The  duties  of  these  positions  are  either 
of  a  research  nature,  or  involve  the 
application  of  highly  technical  research, 
and  require  an  exacting  and  detailed 
knowledge  and  training.  Appointees 
must  have  the  ability  to  apply  their 
professional  and  scientific  knowledge  to 
their  work  in  order  to  solve  specific 
problems,  interpret  and  apply  the  re¬ 
sults  of  research,  or  to  do  research  in 
plant  physiology.  The  knowledge  and 
training  required  can  only  be  acquired 
through  the  successful  completion  of  a 
directed  course  of  study  in  an  accredited 
college  or  university  which  has  scientific 
libraries,  well-equipped  laboratories  and 
thoroughly  trained  instructors,  gives  ex¬ 
pert  guidance,  and  evaluates  progress 
competently. 

§  24.106  Fishery  Products  Technolo¬ 
gist,  GS-492-5-15 — (a)  Educational  re¬ 
quirement.  (1)  Applicants  must  have 
successfully  completed  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

(1)  A  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  fishery  technology,  food 
technology,  bacteriology,  chemistry, 
chemical  engineering,  or  a  closely  re¬ 
lated  subject-matter  field  of  fishery 
technology.  This  course  of  study  must 
have  included  at  least  20  semester  hours 
of  course-work  in  fishery  technology, 
food  technology  or  closely  related  sub¬ 
jects. 

(ii)  A  total  of  at  least  30  semester 
hours  of  course-work  in  an  accredited 
college  or  university  with  major  study 
in  fishery  technology,  food  technology, 
bacteriology,  chemistry,  chemical  engi¬ 
neering  or  a  closely  related  subject- 
matter  field,  including  at  least  20 
semester  hours  of  course -work  in  fishery 
technology,  food  technology  and  closely 
related  subjects,  plus  enough  additional 
experience,  or  education,  of  an  appro¬ 
priate  nature  to  total  4  years  of  experi¬ 
ence  and  education  or  4  years  of  educa¬ 
tion.  The  quality  of  this  additional  ex¬ 
perience  or  education  must  have  been 
such  that,  when  combined  with  the  re¬ 
quired  30  semester  hours  in  fishery  tech¬ 
nology,  food  technology,  bacteriology, 
chemistry,  chemical  engineering  or 
closely  related  subjects,  it  gives  the  ap¬ 
plicant  a  technical  knowledge  compa¬ 
rable  to  that  normally  acquired  through 
the  successful  completion  of  the  full  4- 
year  course  of  study  described  in  sub¬ 
division  (i)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(2)  Applicants  for  positions  which  in¬ 
volve  highly  technical  research,  design 
or  development,  or  similar  scientific 
functions,  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  the  full  4-year  course  of  study 
described  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph. 

(b)  Duties.  Fishery  Products  Tech¬ 
nologists  advise  on,  administer,  supervise 
or  perform  research  or  other  profes¬ 
sional  and  scientific  work  in  connection 
with  the  development,  adaptation  and 
use  of  methods  and  procedures  used  in 
the  processing,  storing,  preserving,  pack¬ 
aging  and  distribution  of  fishery  prod¬ 
ucts;  and  in  the  development,  manufac¬ 
ture  and  use  of  fishery  byproducts.  This 
work  deals  with  such  things  as  the  meth- 
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ods  of  storing,  curing,  freezing  and  can¬ 
ning  fish  on  a  commercial,  wholesale  or 
comparable  scale,  and  the  scientific  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  quality  and  nutritive 
value  of  fish  and  fishery  products.  Some 
of  the  positions  are  of  a  research  nature 
where  the  emphasis  is  largely  on  the  de¬ 
velopment  and  use  of  new  methods  and 
new  products.  Other  positions  require 
the  application  of  a  professional  knowl¬ 
edge  of  fishery  products  technology  to 
the  operation  of  canneries,  processing 
plants  and  other  operations  of  the  fish¬ 
ery  industry. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  field  of 
fishery  products  technology  is  quite  com¬ 
plicated  and  an  intensive  and  specialized 
educational  background  is  required  to 
perform  the  duties  of  these  positions. 
Fishery  Products  Technologists  must 
have  a  full  and  complete  knowledge  of 
the  physical,  chemical  and  biological 
properties  of  various  kinds  of  fish  and 
fish  products  and  a  specialized  technical 
knowledge  of  fishery  products  technol¬ 
ogy,  and  must  also  know  the  methods, 
techniques  and  practices  involved  in  the 
processing  of  fish  and  the  production  of 
fishery  products.  Appointees  must  have 
the  ability  to  apply  their  professional, 
scientific  and  technical  knowledge  to 
their  work  in  order  to  solve  specific  prob¬ 
lems,  interpret  and  apply  the  results  of 
research,  both  in  the  field  of  fishery 
products  technology  and  in  closely  re¬ 
lated  fields,  or  to  do  research  in  the  field 
of  fishery  products  technology.  The 
knowledge  and  training  required  can 
only  be  acquired  through  the  successful 
completion  of  a  directed  course  of  study 
in  an  accredited  college  or  university 
which  has  scientific  libraries,  well- 
equipped  laboratories  and  thoroughly 
trained  instructors,  gives  expert  guid¬ 
ance,  and  evaluates  progress  compe¬ 
tently. 

§  24.128  Fiber  Technologist,  GS-1390- 
5-15 — (a)  Educational  requirement.  (1) 
Applicants  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  one  of  the  following: 

(i)  A  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  fiber  technology,  biology, 
chemistry,  physics  or  a  closely  related 
subject-matter  field.  This  course  of 
study  must  have  included  at  least  20 
semester  hours  of  course-work  in  fiber 
technology  and  closely  related  subjects. 

(ii)  A  total  of  at  least  30  semester 
hours  of  course-work  in  an  accredited 
college  or  university  with  major  study  in 
fiber  technology,  biology,  chemistry, 
physics  or  a  closely  related  subject- 
matter  field,  including  at  least  20 
semester  hours  in  fiber  technology  and 
closely  related  subjects,  plus  enough  ad¬ 
ditional  experience,  or  education,  of  an 
appropriate  nature  to  total  4  years  of 
experience  and  education  or  4  years  of 
education.  The  quality  of  this  additional 
experience  or  education  must  have  been 
such  that,  when  combined  with  the  re¬ 
quired  30  semester  hours  in  fiber  tech¬ 
nology,  biology,  chemistry,  physics  or 
closely  related  subjects,  it  gives  the  ap¬ 
plicant  a  technical  knowledge  compa¬ 
rable  to  that  normally  acquired  through 
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the  successful  completion  of  the  full 
4-year  course  of  study  described  in  sub¬ 
division  (i)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(2)  Applicants  for  positions  which  in¬ 
volve  highly  technical  research,  design 
or  development,  or  similar  scientific 
functions,  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  the  full  4-year  course  of  study  de¬ 
scribed  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this 
subparagraph. 

(b)  Duties.  Fiber  Technologists  ad¬ 
vise  on,  administer,  supervise  or  perform 
research  in  connection  with  the  study 
and  microanalysis  of  various  fibers,  such 
as  plant  fibers,  animal  fibers,  or  other 
fibers  of  a  similar  nature.  This  research 
deals  with  such  fields  of  fiber  technology 
as:  (1)  the  examination  and  testing  of 
fibers  to  determine  their  chemical  and 
physical  properties;  (2)  the  evaluation  of 
changes  in  such  properties  caused  by 
chemical  and  physical  treatments  and 
processing;  (3)  the  development  of  meth¬ 
ods  and  techniques  for  measuring  and 
testing  the  quality  of  fibers;  (4)  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  standards  of  fiber  quality; 
and  (5)  the  studying  of  effects  of  en¬ 
vironmental  influence  and  genetic  char¬ 
acteristics  on  fiber  development. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  field  of 
fiber  technology  is  quite  complicated  and 
requires  an  intensive  and  specialized 
educational  background  to  perform  the 
duties  of  these  positions.  Fiber  Technol¬ 
ogists  must  have  a  full  and  complete 
knowledge  of  the  physical,  chemical  and 
biological  properties  of  various  types  of 
fibers  and  a  specialized  technical  knowl¬ 
edge  of  fiber  technology,  and  must  also 
know  the  methods,  techniques  and  prac¬ 
tices  involved  in  processing  and  produc¬ 
tion  of  fibers.  Appointees  must  have  the 
ability  to  apply  their  professional,  scien¬ 
tific  and  technological  knowledge  to  their 
work  in  order  to  solve  specific  problems, 
interpret  and  apply  the  results  of  re¬ 
search  both  in  the  field  of  fiber  technol¬ 
ogy  and  closely  related  fields,  or  to  do 
research  in  the  field  of  fiber  technology. 
The  knowledge  and  training  required  can 
only  be  acquired  through  the  successful 
completion  of  a  directed  course  of  study 
in  an  accredited  college  or  university 
which  has  scientific  libraries,  well- 
equipped  laboratories  and  thoroughly 
trained  instructors,  gives  expert  guid¬ 
ance,  and  evaluates  progress  compe¬ 
tently. 

§  24.129  Nematologist,  GS-41 5-5-15— 
(a)  Educational  requirement.  Appli¬ 
cants  must  have  successfully  completed 
a  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an  ac¬ 
credited  college  or  university  leading  to 
a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with  major 
study  in  nematology,  plant  pathology,  in¬ 
vertebrate  zoology  or  parasitology.  This 
course  of  study  must  have  included 
course -work  which  dealt  directly  with 
plant  nematodes. 

(b)  Duties.  Nematologists  advise  on, 
administer,  supervise  or  perform  re¬ 
search  on  nematodes  as  they  affect  crop 
production  and  plant  growth;  their  tax¬ 
onomy,  physiology,  relationship  to  plants, 
soil  and  ecological  conditions;  their  dis¬ 
tribution  and  means  of  spreading;  their 
enemies,  diseases  and  other  natural  con¬ 


trol  factors;  and  their  control  by  cul¬ 
tural,  rotational,  chemical  and  thera¬ 
peutical  methods. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties  of 
these  positions  cannot  be  performed  suc¬ 
cessfully  without  a  sound  basic  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  biological  sciences  and  sci¬ 
entific  training  in  nematology  and  closely 
related  fields  of  biology.  Appointees 
must  have  the  ability  to  apply  their  pro¬ 
fessional  and  scientific  knowledge  to 
their  work  in  order  to  solve  specific  prob¬ 
lems,  interpret  and  apply  the  results  of 
research,  both  in  the  field  of  nematology 
and  in  related  fields  of  biological  re¬ 
search,  or  to  do  research  in  nematology. 
The  knowledge  and  training  required  can 
only  be  acquired  through  the  successful 
completion  of  a  directed  course  of  study 
in  an  accredited  college  or  university 
which  has  scientific  libraries,  well- 
equipped  laboratories  and  thoroughly 
trained  instructors,  gives  expert  guid¬ 
ance  and  evaluates  progress  competently. 

§  24.130  Plant  Taxonomist,  GS-433 - 
5-15 — (a)  Educational  requirement.  Ap¬ 
plicants  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  a  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with  ma¬ 
jor  study  in  botany  or  plant  science  in¬ 
cluding  course-work  in  plant  taxonomy. 

(b)  Duties.  Plant  Taxonomists  ad¬ 
vise  on,  administer,  supervise  or  perform 
research  or  other  professional  or  scien¬ 
tific  work  in  connection  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  taxonomic  position  and 
nomenclatorial  status  of  plants  (both 
general  and  economic) ;  the  preparation 
of  revisions  and  monographs  of  plant 
groups;  the  identification  and  descrip¬ 
tion  of  plants  and  seeds;  the  study  of  the 
principles  and  methods  of  classifying 
plants;  and  the  curating  of  botanical 
collections. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties  of 
these  positions  cannot  be  performed  suc¬ 
cessfully  without  a  sound  basic  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  fundamental  biological  and 
physical  sciences  and  specific  training  in 
botany  and  plant  taxonomy.  The  duties 
of  these  positions  are  of  a  scientific  and 
research  nature  and  require  exacting 
and  detailed  knowledge  and  training. 
Appointees  must  have  the  ability  to  ap¬ 
ply  their  professional  and  scientific 
knowledge  to  their  work  in  order  to  solve 
specific  problems,  interpret  and  apply 
the  results  of  research,  or  to  do  research 
in  plant  taxonomy.  The  knowledge  and 
training  required  can  only  be  acquired 
through  the  successful  completion  of  a 
directed  course  of  study  in  an  accredited 
college  or  university  which  has  scientific 
libraries,  well-equipped  laboratories  and 
thoroughly  trained  instructors,  gives  ex¬ 
pert  guidance,  and  evaluates  progress 
competently. 

§  24.131  Systematic  Zoologist,  GS - 
411-5-15 — (a)  Educational  requirement. 
Applicants  must  have  successfully  com¬ 
pleted  a  full  4-year  course  of  study  in  an 
accredited  college  or  university  leading 
to  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  degree  with 
major  study  in  zoology  or  biology. 
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(b)  Duties.  Systematic  Zoologists  ad¬ 
vise  on,  administer,  supervise  or  perform 
research  or  other  professional  and  sci¬ 
entific  work  in  the  classification  of 
animals  according  to  their  natural  rela¬ 
tionships.  This  work  involves  the  review 
of  existing  systems  of  classifying  animal 
groups,  and  usually  involves  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  specimens  of  animals,  studies  of 
their  ecology,  structure,  function,  dis¬ 
tribution,  habits,  life  history  and  eco¬ 
nomic  importance;  and  the  preservation 
or  exhibition  of  specimens  or  collections. 

(c)  Knowledge  and  training  requisite 
for  performance  of  duties.  The  duties  of 
these  positions  cannot  be  performed 
successfully  without  a  sound  basic 
knowledge  of  biology  and  scientific  train¬ 
ing  in  zoology.  These  duties  are  either 
of  a  research  nature,  or  involve  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  highly  technical  research, 
and  require  exacting  and  detailed  knowl¬ 
edge  and  training.  Appointees  must 
have  the  ability  to  apply  their  profes¬ 
sional  and  scientific  knowledge  to  their 
work  in  order  to  solve  specific  problems, 
interpret  and  apply  the  results  of  re¬ 
search,  or  to  do  research  in  systematic 
zoology.  The  knowledge  and  training  re¬ 
quired  can  only  be  acquired  through  the 
successful  completion  of  a  directed 
course  of  study  in  an  accredited  college 
or  university  which  has  scientific  li¬ 
braries,  well-equipped  laboratories  and 
thoroughly  trained  instructors,  gives  ex¬ 
pert  guidance,  and  evaluates  progress 
competently. 

(Sec.  11,  58  Stat.  390;  5  U.  S.  C.  860) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  seal  ]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  56-238;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 

TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  E — Account  Servicing 

[FHA  Instruction  425.1] 

Part  363 — Real  Estate  Taxes 

REVISION  OF  PART 

Part  363  of  Title  6,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (16  F.  R.  4745),  is  hereby 
redesignated  “Real  Estate  Taxes,”  and 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

363.1  General. 

363.2  Servicing  taxes. 

363.3  Servicing  delinquent  taxes. 

Authority:  §§  363.1  to  363.3  issued  under 
R.S.  161,  sec.  41  (i),  60 Stat.  1066,  sec.  510  (g), 
63  Stat.  438,  sec.  4  (c) ,  64  Stat.  100,  sec.  1  (4) , 
68  Stat.  735,  5  U.  S.  C.  22,  7  U.  S.  C.  1015  (i), 
42  U.  S.  C.  1480  (g),  40  U.  S.  C.  442  (c),  16 
U.  S.  C.  590x-3  (a)  (7).  Interpret  or  apply 
secs.  501  (a),  502  (b),  63  Stat.  432,  433,  sec. 
2,  64  Stat.  98,  secs.  1  (e),  1  (4),  68  Stat.  735; 
42  U.  S.  C.  1471  (a),  1472  (b),  40  U.  S.  C.  440 
(f),  7  U.  S.  C.  1025,  16  U.  S.  C.  590x-2,  590x-3. 

§  363.1  General.  Each  borrower  with 
a  Farm  Ownership,  Farm  Housing,  Other 
Real  Estate  or  Soil  and  Water  Conserva¬ 
tion  loan  secured  by  real  estate  will  be 


responsible  for  paying  taxes,  and  all  sim¬ 
ilar  assessments,  levies,  and  charges,  on 
his  farm  to  the  proper  taxing  authori¬ 
ties.  The  obligation  of  the  borrower  to 
pay  his  taxes  before  they  become  delin¬ 
quent  is  included  in  the  mortgage  secur¬ 
ing  his  loan. 

§  363.2  Servicing  taxes.  (a)  The 
County  Supervisor  will  be  responsible  for 
ascertaining  that  all  mortgaged  real  es¬ 
tate  is  listed  properly  for  tax  purposes, 
and 

(b)  The  County  Supervisor  will  en¬ 
courage  each  borrower  to  pay  taxes 
promptly  in  order  to  avoid  any  penalties. 
Normally,  this  can  be  accomplished 
through  routine  servicing  of  loans  by 
emphasizing  the  advantages  of  setting 
aside  sufficient  income  to  meet  tax  ob¬ 
ligations  when  they  become  due.  Taxes 
will  be  adequately  budgeted  for  those 
borrowers  with  whom  Form  FHA-14, 
“Farm  and  Home  Plan,”  is  developed. 
Each  borrower  will  be  encouraged  to 
notify  the  County  Supervisor  when  he 
has  paid  his  taxes. 

§  363.3  Servicing  delinquent  taxes. 
(a)  Prior  (usually  about  ninety  days)  to 
the  time  it  is  legally  possible  for  action 
to  be  taken  that  will  cause  the  borrower 
to  lose  title  or  right  of  possession  of  his 
farm,  the  County  Supervisor  will  contact 
the  borrower  and  definitely  determine 
whether  he  will  pay  the  delinquent  tax 
immediately.  If  the  borrower  is  unable 
or  unwilling  to  pay  the  delinquent  tax 
after  every  appropriate  effort  has  been 
made  to  have  him  do  so  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  mortgage  is  a  first  mortgage,  the 
County  Supervisor  will  prepare  and 
process  Standard  Form  1034,  “Public 
Voucher  for  Purchases  and  Services 
Other  Than  Personal,”  to  cover  the 
amount  of  the  delinquent  tax  plus  the 
amount  of  any  accrued  penalty.  If  the 
Government  is  holding  a  mortgage  other 
than  a  first  mortgage  on  the  farm,  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  1034  will  not  be  prepared  until 
the  County  Supervisor  has  also  deter¬ 
mined  that  (1)  the  prior  lien  holder  will 
not  pay  the  delinquent  tax,  (2)  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  security  will  be  jeopardized  if 
the  delinquent  tax  is  not  paid,  and  (3) 
the  value  of  the  security  is  sufficient  to 
justify  the  advance. 

(b)  Hie  County  Supervisor  will  ob¬ 
tain  the  signature  of  the  appropriate 
taxing  official,  as  “Payee,”  on  the  or¬ 
iginal. 

(c)  After  the  voucher  has  been  proc¬ 
essed  in  the  Finance  Office,  the  U.  S. 
Treasury  check  will  be  issued  directly  to 
the  taxing  body.  The  purpose  of  the 
payment  will  be  stated  on  each  check. 
Any  amount  advanced  for  taxes  will  be 
entered  as  a  recoverable  cost  charge  on 
the  borrower’s  account  in  the  Finance 
Office.  The  advance  will  bear  interest  at 
the  rate  specified  in  the  most  recent  note 
secured  by  a  lien  on  the  property  to 
which  the  taxes  apply. 

Dated:  January  9,  1956. 

[seal]  R.  B.  McLeaish, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[F.  R.  DOC.  56-255;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

Part  28 — Cotton  Standards 

Subpart  D — Cotton  Classification  and 
Market  News  Services  for  Organized 
Groups  of  Producers 

COTTON  SAMPLING  PROCEDURES 

On  November  11, 1955,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (20  F.  R.  8465)  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendment  of  sampling 
procedures  in  the  regulations  governing 
cotton  classification  and  market  news 
services  for  organized  groups  of  pro¬ 
ducers  (7  CFR  28.901-28.918). 

The  amendment  gives  details  as  to  the 
drawing,  handling,  and  submitting  of 
samples  for  classification,  and  the  bond¬ 
ing  requirements  for  certain  samplers. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented  pursuant  to  the  afore¬ 
said  notice,  said  regulations  are  hereby 
amended,  as  follows,  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  the  Cotton  Statistics 
and  Estimates  Act  of  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  April  13,  1937  (50  Stat.  62;  7 
U.  S.  C.  473a,  b,  and  c) ;  the  United 
States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  as  amended 
(42  Stat.  1517;  7  U.  S.  C.  51  et  seq.) ;  and 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946, 
as  amended  (60  Stat.  1087;  7  U.  S.  C.  1621 
et  seq.) . 

The  amendment,  to  be  effective  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  deletes  the  undesignated  center  head 
immediately  preceding  §  28.906  and  §§ 
28.906  through  28.910,  substituting  there¬ 
for  the  following: 

sampling 

§  28.906  Approval  and  bonding  of 
samplers.  The  cotton  of  members  of  or¬ 
ganized  groups  may  be  sampled  at  a 
cotton  gin,  or  at  a  warehouse  which 
issues  negotiable  warehouse  receipts. 
Sampling  agents  at  these  sampling  lo¬ 
cations  are  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Administrator  or  his  representatives. 
Each  sampling  agent,  other  than  an  ap¬ 
proved  warehouse  sampler  or  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
serving  one  or  more  cotton  gins  shall, 
as  a  condition  for  approval,  execute  and 
file  with  the  Service  a  good  and  sufficient 
bond  to  the  United  States  to  secure  the 
faithful  performance  of  his  duties  as  a 
sampler  under  the  terms  of  the  act  and 
this  subpart.  Said  bond  shall  be  in  such 
form  and  amount  and  shall  have  such 
surety  or  sureties  as  shall  be  approved 
by  the  Service :  Provided,  That  said  bond 
shall  be  in  an  amount  not  less  than 
$1,000  for  each  gin  serviced  less  than 
five,  and  not  less  than  $5,000  for  five 
or  more  gins  serviced:  Provided  further. 
That  such  surety  or  sureties  shall  be 
subject  to  service  of  process  in  suits  on 
the  bond  within  the  State,  district,  or 
territory  in  which  such  sampler  shall 
perform  services  under  the  act  and  this 
subpart. 

§  28.907  Responsibilities  of  sampling 
agents.  Each  sampling  agent  shall  be 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Dated:  January  9,  1956. 

[seal]  F.  R.  Burke, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 

\  R.  Doc.  56-230;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:46  a.m.] 


§  28.908  Samples — (a)  Only  one  sam¬ 
ple  to  be  submitted.  Only  one  sample 
from  each  bale  of  eligible  cotton  shall 
be  submitted  for  classification  under  this 
subpart.  This  does  not  prohibit  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  an  additional  sample  from  a 
bale  for  review  classification  or  reclassi-  lF-  R-  Doc. 
fication  on  a  fee  basis  if  the  producer  so 
desires. 

(b)  Drawing  of  samples  manually. 

Each  cut  sample  shall  be  drawn  from 
the  bale  after  it  is  tied  out  following  the  Chapter  IX- 
ginning  process,  and  shall  be  approxi¬ 
mately  6  ounces  in  weight,  not  less  than 
3  ounces  of  which  are  to  be  drawn  from 
each  side  of  the  bale. 

(c)  Mechanical  sampling.  Samples 
may  be  drawn  at  gins  equipped  with 
mechanical  samplers  approved  by  the 
Service.  Such  samples  shall  be  not  less 
than  6  ounces  in  weight. 

(d)  Samples  must  be  representative. 

Each  sample  must  be  representative  of 
the  bale  from  which  drawn. 

(e)  Handling  samples.  Samples  shall 
not  be  dressed  or  trimmed  and  shall  be 
carefully  handled  in  such  manner  as  not 
to  cause  loss  of  leaf,  sand,  or  other  ma¬ 
terial,  or  otherwise  change  their  repre¬ 
sentative  character.  Samples  shall  not 
be  handled  by  any  person  other  than 
the  sampling  agent  prior  to  shipment  or 
delivery  to  the  cotton  classing  office  of 
the  Service. 

(f)  Identifying  and  shipping  samples. 

Each  sample  shall  be  identified  with  a 
tag,  supplied  or  approved  by  the  Serv¬ 
ice,  bearing  the  gin  or  warehouse  num¬ 
ber  of  the  bale  from  which  the  sample 
was  drawn  and  the  name  and  address 
of  the  producer  of  the  bale.  The  tag 
shall  be  placed  between  the  two  halves 
of  the  sample,  the  sample  tightly  rolled 
and  enclosed  in  a  package  or  bag  for 
shipment.  Each  package  or  bag  shall 
be  labeled  or  marked  with  the  name  and 
address  of  the  sampling  agent  for  the 
organized  group.  The  packages  shall  be 
shipped  or  delivered  direct  to  the  cotton 
classing  office  designated  by  the  Service. 

§  28.909  Costs.  Costs  incident  to 
sampling,  tagging,  and  identification  of 
samples  and  transporting  samples  to 
points  of  shipment  shall  be  without  ex¬ 
pense  to  the  Government,  but  tags  and 
containers  for  the  shipment  of  samples 
may  be  furnished  and  shipping  charges 
by  common  carriers  paid  by  the  Service. 

After  classification  the  samples  shall  be¬ 
come  the  property  of  the  Government. 

CLASSIFICATION 

§  28.910  Classification  of  samples,  the  committee  and  payments  already 
The  samples  submitted  as  provided  in  made  by  handlers,  in  accordance  with 
this  subpart  shall  be  classified  by  em-  the  assessment  rate  previously  fixed  (19 
ployees  of  the  Service  and  a  classification  F.  R.  4706),  are  sufficient  to  cover  the 
memorandum  showing  the  grade  and  respective  pro  rata  shares  of  such  han- 
staple  length  of  each  sample  according  dlers;  and  (2)  it  is  imperative  that  the 
to  the  official  cotton  standards  of  the  committee  be  authorized  to  discharge  its 
United  States  will  be  mailed  or  made  financial  obligations,  at  the  earliest  pos- 
available  to  the  producer  whose  name  sible  date,  in  accordance  with  relevant 
appears  on  the  tag  accompanying  the  provisions  of  said  amended  marketing 
sample,  or  to  a  representative  designated  agreement  and  order. 


[seal]  Frank  E.  Blood, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  TITLE  14 — CIVIL  AVIATION 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Subchapter  B— Economic  Regulations 

[Reg.  No.  ER-208J 

Part  227 — Tariffs  of  Air  Carriers:  Re¬ 
duced  Rates  to  Furloughed  Military 
Personnel  in  Overseas  or  Foreign  Air 
Transportation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
Part  940 — Peaches  Grown  in  the  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the 
County  of  Mesa  in  Colorado  9th  day  of  January  1956. 

expenses  and  fixing  of  rate  of  assess-  A.n°tiSe.of  p^op2fed  ru^eT?la^^ng  was 

MENT  FOR  1954-55  FISCAL  YEAR;  IN-  PUbhshed  in  the  PEBERAL  REGISTER  OH 

creased  expenses  September  27,  1955  <20  P.  R.  7197),  and 

circulated  to  the  industry  as  Economic 
On  July  27,  1954  (19  F.  R.  4706),  ex-  Regulations  Draft  Release  No.  77,  dated 
penses  in  the  amount  of  $7,040.00  were  September  22,  1955,  which  proposed  the 
approved  as  the  amount  reasonable  and  adoption  of  new  Part  227,  under  section 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  Administra-  403  (b)  of  the  act,  to  permit  any  air 
tive  Committee  for  its  maintenance  and  carrier  or  foreign  air  carrier  to  furnish 
functioning  during  the  fiscal  year  begin-  reduced-rate  transportation  to  personnel 
ning  on  March  1, 1954,  under  the  market-  of  the  United  States  armed  forces  travel¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  ing  at  their  own  expense  while  on  official 
No.  40,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  940),  furlough,  leave  or  pass, 
regulating  the  handling  of  peaches  The  principal  purpose  of  this  regula- 
grown  in  the  County  of  Mesa  in  Colorado,  tion  is  to  relieve  carriers  voluntarily  fur- 
effective  under  the  provisions  of  the  Agri-  nishing  preferential  rate  overseas  and 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  foreign  air  transportation  to  members  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) .  our  armed  forces  desiring  to  visit  their 
The  approved  expenses  of  the  committee  homes  and  families  from  the  burden  of 
were  determined  on  the  basis  of  esti-  defending  the  legality  of  such  action 
mated  interstate  peach  shipments  of  against  challenges  of  undue  discrimi- 
880,000  bushels  during  such  fiscal  year,  nation. 

However,  it  is  now  found  from  the  data  In  their  filed  comments,  several  car- 
and  information  submitted  by  the  Ad-  riers  have  suggested  that  the  scope  of 
ministrative  Committee  that  actual  ship-  this  regulation  be  limited  to  the  per- 
ments  were  1,215,349  bushels  and  actual  missive  authorization  of  preferential 
expenses  $8,126.60:  rate  transportation  between  foreign  or 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered.  That  the  pro-  overseas  points  and  the  first  gateway 
visions  in  paragraph  (a)  §  940.206  served  within  the  continental  United 

Expenses  and  rate  of  assessment  for  the  States.  It  appears,  however,  that  such  a 
1954-55  fiscal  year  (19  F.  R.  4706)  be,  and  limitation  is  not  necessary.  Allegedly, 
hereby  are,  amended  by  deleting  there-  a  gateway  restriction  is  necessary  in 
from  the  sum  “$7,040.00”  and  inserting,  order  to  protect  carriers  engaged  solelj 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  sum  “$8,126.60”.  in  interstate  air  transportation  againsl 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is  im-  preferential  rate  reductions  to  militarj 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public  traffic  made  by  their  competitors.  But 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en-  the  protesting  carriers  have  failed  tc 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure,  demonstrate  that  such  rate  reduction* 
and  postpone  the  effective  time  of  this  would  materially  impair  their  financia 
amendment  beyond  the  date  of  its  pub-  position  and  such  impairment  appear* 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat.  most  unlikely  in  view  of  the  limited  vol- 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  in  that:  (1)  ume  of  military  furlough  traffic.  Fur- 
The  amended  marketing  agreement  and  thermore,  the  suggested  restrictioi 
order  require  each  handler  to  pay  his  would  have  an  unequal  impact  on  corn- 
pro  rata  share  of  the  expenses  necessary  peting  overseas  and  foreign  air  carrier; 
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or  foreign  air  transportation.  Conse¬ 
quently,  this  regulation  applies  to  all 
eligible  military  personnel  purchasing 
and  traveling  on  through  tickets  between 
the  continental  United  States,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  any  foreign  or  overseas  point, 
on  the  other  hand.  Obviously,  passen¬ 
gers  purchasing  tickets  calling  for  joint 
carriage  by  two  or  more  air  carriers  or 
foreign  air  carriers  or  combinations 
thereof  are  included  within  the  scope  of 
this  regulation. 

Various  irregular  carriers  have  pro¬ 
tested  the  failure  of  the  Board  to  expand 
their  present  operating  authority  so  as 
to  permit  them  to  carry  military  fur¬ 
lough  passengers  on  an  individually 
ticketed  basis  or  on  a  pro  rata  charter 
basis.  Their  comments  cite  the  recent 
opinion  of  the  Board  in  the  Transat¬ 
lantic  Charter  Policy  Case  (Docket  No. 
7099,  May  20,  1955)  as  support  for  the 
thesis  that  the  carriage  of  such  passen¬ 
gers  on  charter  flights  by  non-certifl- 
cated  carriers  is  in  the  public  interest. 
Certainly,  however,  the  Board  has  not 
repealed  that  policy  by  its  adoption  of 
this  regulation.  In  fact,  the  objections 
of  these  carriers  are  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  of  the 
Board’s  recent  opinions  in  the  Large  Ir¬ 
regular  Air  Carrier  Investigation  (Docket 
No.  5132,  Order  No.  E-9744,  November 
15,  1955,  and  Order  No.  E-9884,  Decem¬ 
ber  29,  1955)  where  authority  to  engage 
in  the  carriage  of  passengers  in  foreign 
air  transportation  was  specifically  with¬ 
held. 

In  response  to  another  carrier’s  com¬ 
ments,  this  regulation  has  been  revised 
so  as  to  require  carriers  to  obtain  a  dec¬ 
laration  of  eligibility  from  military 
personnel.  Any  carrier  furnishing 
transportation  in  reliance  on  such  a 
declaration,  and  complying  with  the 
other  requirements  of  §  227.4  will  not  be 
deemc  d  to  have  violated  the  terms  of  this 
regulation  even  if  it  should  later  be 
demonstrated  that  the  passenger  was 
not  entitled  to  receive  reduced-rate 
transportation. 

Since  these  rules  do  not  impose  any 
additional  burden  upon  any  party,  the 
Board  finds-  that  they  may  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  for¬ 
mulation  of  this  new  regulation,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  the  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CPR,  Chapter  I)  by  adding 
thereto  a  new  Part  227  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  9,  1956,  reading  as  follows: 
Sec. 

227.1  Definitions. 

227.2  Conditions  governing  the  furnishing 

of  reduced-rate  transportation. 

227.3  Tariffs  to  he  filed. 

227.4  Identification  of  eligible  personnel. 

227.5  Applicability. 

Authority:  §§  227.1  to  227.5  issued  under 
sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  425.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  403,  52  Stat.  992;  49  U.  S.  C. 
483. 

§  227.1  Definitions.  For  the  purpose 
of  this  part: 

(a)  “Furloughed  military  personnel” 
means  all  military  personnel  of  the 


armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  which 
are:  (1)  On  an  active  duty  status,  (2) 
stationed  outside  the  continental  United 
States  and  traveling  thereto  or  domiciled 
in  one  of  its  territories  or  possessions 
and  traveling  thereto,  and  (3)  traveling 
at  their  own  expense  while  on  official 
furlough,  leave,  pass  or  other  authorized 
absence  from  duty. 

(b)  “Reduced-rate  transportation” 
means  the  carriage  by  a  carrier  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  part,  of  any  fur¬ 
loughed  military  personnel  for  a  com¬ 
pensation  specified  in  the  applicable 
tariff  of  such  a  carrier  relating  thereto, 
which  compensation  is  less  than  that 
specified  in  other  tariffs  of  the  carrier 
which  would  otherwise  be  applicable. 

(c)  “Open-jaw  trip”  shall  mean  travel 
which  is  essentially  of  a  round-trip  na¬ 
ture,  but  the  outward  point  of  depart¬ 
ure  and  inward  point  of  arrival  and/or 
outward  point  of  arrival  and  inward 
point  of  departure  of  which  are  not  the 
same. 

§  227.2  Conditions  governing  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  reduced-rate  transportation. 
Subject  to  compliance  with  the  other 
provisions  of  this  part  and  with  the  limi¬ 
tations  imposed  in  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  issued  under 
section  401  of  the  act,  or  in  the  applicable 
regulation  or  order  of  the  Board  author¬ 
izing  its  operations,  any  air  carrier  may 
furnish  reduced-rate  transportation  to 
furloughed  military  personnel  traveling 
on  through  tickets  calling  for  overseas 
or  foreign  air  transportation.  Subject  to 
compliance  with  the  other  provisions  of 
this  part  and  with  the  limitations  con¬ 
tained  in  its  foreign  air  carrier  permit, 
issued  under  section  402  of  the  act,  any 
foreign  air  carrier  may  furnish  reduced- 
rate  transportation  to  furloughed  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  traveling  on  through 
tickets  calling  for  foreign  air 
transportation. 

§  227.3  Tariffs  to  he  filed.  No  air 
carrier  or  foreign  air  carrier  shall  fur¬ 
nish  any  reduced-rate  transportation 
pursuant  to  this  part  except  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  of  applicable  in¬ 
dividual  or  joint  tariffs,  on  file  with  the 
Board.  Each  such  tariff  shall  contain 
all  classifications,  rules,  regulations, 
practices,  and  services  in  connection  with 
such  air  transportation. 

§  227.4  Identification  of  eligible  per¬ 
sonnel.  No  air  carrier  or  foreign  air 
carrier  shall  sell  reduced-rate  tickets  or 
furnish  reduced-rate  transportation, 
pursuant  to  this  part,  to  military  person¬ 
nel  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  unless  such  personnel:  (a)  Have 
in  their  possession  and  display,  both  at 
the  time  of  sale  and  at  the  time  when 
transportation  is  furnished,  their  official 
identification  card;  (b)  have  in  their 
possession  and  display,  at  the  time  when 
transportation  is  furnished,  an  author¬ 
ized  furlough,  leave,  pass  or  other  docu¬ 
ment  evidencing  authorized  absence  from 
duty  and  (c)  execute  and  deliver  to  the 
representatives  of  the  carrier,  at  the  time 
of  sale,  a  declaration  of  eligibility  read¬ 
ing  as  follows: 

I  declare  that  I  am  a  member  of  the  United 
States  armed  forces  on  active-duty  status  and 
I  will  be  traveling  to  the  United  States  (to 


my  domicile  in  case  of  travel  to  a  territory 
or  possession  of  the  United  States)  at  my 
own  expense  while  on  furlough,  leave,  pass 
or  other  authorized  absence  from  my  active- 
duty  station. 


(Signed) 


(Grade) 


(Branch  of  Service) 


(Service  Number) 

§  227.5  Applicability.  This  part  shall 
apply  only  to  reduced-rate  transporta¬ 
tion  furnished  to  individual  passengers 
purchasing  single  tickets  calling  for 
either  round-trip  or  open-jaw  overseas 
or  foreign  air  transportation. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal!  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  58-303;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:57  a.  m.] 

TITLE  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

Subchapter  B — Trade  Practice  Conference  Rules 
I  File  No.  21-452] 

Part  22 — Frozen  Food  Industry 

PROMULGATION  OF  TRADE  PRACTICE  RULES 

Due  proceedings  having  been  held  un¬ 
der  the  trade  practice  conference  pro¬ 
cedure  in  pursuance  of  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  September  26,  1914, 
as  amended  (Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act),  and  other  provisions  of  law  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Commission ; 

It  is  now  ordered.  That  the  trade  prac¬ 
tice  rules  of  Group  I  and  Group  II,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  which  have  been 
approved  and  received,  respectively,  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding,  be 
promulgated  as  of  January  13,  1956. 

Statement  by  the  Commission.  Trade 
practice  rules  for  the  frozen  food  in¬ 
dustry,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are 
promulgated  by  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  trade  practice  confer¬ 
ence  procedure. 

The  industry  for  which  trade  practice 
rules  are  hereby  established  is  composed 
of  persons,  firms,  corporations,  and  or¬ 
ganizations  engaged  in  the  production 
and/or  marketing  of  vegetables,  fruits, 
juices,  fish  and  shellfish,  baked  goods, 
and  other  miscellaneous  prepared  foods, 
which  are  packed,  marketed,  and  deliv¬ 
ered  to  the  ultimate  consumer  in  a  frozen 
state.  Not  included  as  products  of  the 
industry  are  meats  and  poultry,  and  fro¬ 
zen  dairy  products  including  ice  cream 
and  sherbets. 

With  respect  to  products  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  as  above  defined,  the  rules  for 
this  industry  supersede  those  promul¬ 
gated  for  the  grocery  industry  on  March 
18,  1952. 

•  The  rules  are  directed  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  free  and  fair  competition  in 
the  industry  and  to  the  prevention  and 
elimination  of  various  practices  deemed 
to  be  violative  of  laws  administered  by 
the  Commission.  They  are  to  be  applied 
to  such  end  and  to  the  exclusion  of  any 
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acts  or  practices  which  suppress  compe¬ 
tition  or  otherwise  restrain  trade. 

Proceedings  under  which  the  rules 
have  been  established  were  instituted 
upon  application  from  members  of  the 
industry.  A  general  trade  practice  con¬ 
ference  was  held  in  the  offices  of  the 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  at 
which  proposals  for  rules  were  submitted 
for  consideration  of  the  Commission. 
Thereafter,  proposed  rules  were  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission  and  made 
available  to  all  industry  members  and 
other  interested  or  affected  parties  upon 
public  notice  whereby  they  were  af¬ 
forded  opportunity  to  present  their  views,  • 
including  such  pertinent  information, 
suggestions,  or  amendments  as  they  de¬ 
sired  to  offer,  and  to  be  heard  in  the 
premises.  Pursuant  to  such  notice,  a 
public  hearing  was  held  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  on  September  8,  1955,  and  all  mat¬ 
ters  there  presented,  or  otherwise  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  proceeding,  were  duly 
considered  by  the  Commission. 

Thereafter,  and  upon  full  considera- 
*  tion  of  the  entire  matter,  final  action  was 
taken  by  the  Commission  whereby  it  ap¬ 
proved  and  received,  respectively,  the 
Group  I  and  Group  n  rules'  herein  set 
forth.  The  Group  II  rules  are  not  of 
the  type  presently  the  subject  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  study  by  the  Commission. 

Such  rules  become  operative  thirty 
(30)  days  from  the  date  of  promulgation. 

The  rules.  These  rules  promulgated 
by  the  Commission  are  designed  to  foster 
and  promote  the  maintenance  of  fair 
competitive  conditions  in  the  interest  of 
protecting  industry,  trade,  and  the  pub¬ 
lic.  It  is  to  this  end,  and  to  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  any  act  or  practice  which  fixes 
or  controls  prices  through  combination 
or  agreement,  or  which  unreasonably 
restrains  trade  or  suppresses  competition, 
or  otherwise  unlawfully  injures,  destroys, 
or  prevents  competition,  that  the  rules 
are  to  be  applied. 

Sec. 

22.0  Definitions. 

GROUP  i 

22.1  Prohibited  discrimination. 

22.2  Exclusive  deals. 

22.3  Prohibited  sales  below  cost. 

22.4  Push  money. 

22.5  Fictitious  prices. 

22.6  False  invoicing,  billing,  etc. 

22.7  Coercing  the  purchase  of  one  product 

as  a  prerequisite  to  the  purcuase 
of  other  products. 

22.8  Misrepresentation  in  general. 

22.9  Defamation  of  competitors  or  false 

disparagement  of  their  products. 

22.10  Enticing  away  employees  of  competi¬ 

tors. 

22.11  Substitution  of  products. 

22.12  Inducing  breach  of  contract. 

22.13  Use  of  lottery  schemes,  etc. 

22.14  Prohibited  forms  of  trade  restraints 

(unlawful  price  fixing,  etc.). 

22.15  Use  of  the  word  “free”. 

22.16  Misrepresenting  products  as  conform¬ 

ing  to  standard. 

22.17  Procurement  of  competitors’  confi¬ 

dential  information. 

22.18  Aiding  or  abetting  use  of  unfair  trade 

practices. 

group  n 

22.101  Contractual  obligations. 

22.102  Proper  refrigeration. 

Authority:  §§  22.0  to  22.102,  Issued  under 
sec.  6,  38  Stat.  72;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 


or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45. 

§  22.0  Definitions,  (a)  Products  of 
this  industry  consist  of  vegetables,  fruits, 
juices,  fish  and  shellfish,  baked  goods, 
and  other  miscellaneous  prepared  foods, 
which  are  packed,  marketed,  and  de¬ 
livered  to  the  ultimate  consumer  in  a 
frozen  state.  Not  included  as  products 
of  the  industry  are  meats  and  poultry, 
and  frozen  dairy  products  including  ice 
cream  and  sherbets. 

(b)  The  term  “member  of  the  indus¬ 
try”  means  any  person,  firm,  corporation, 
or  organization  engaged  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  and/or  marketing  of  products  of  the 
industry. 

GROUP  i 

General  statement.  The  unfair  trade 
practices  embraced  in  the  Group  I  rules 
herein  are  considered  to  be  unfair  meth¬ 
ods  of  competition,  unfair  or  deceptive 
acts  or  practices,  or  other  illegal  prac¬ 
tices,  prohibited  under  laws  administered 
by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission;  and 
appropriate  proceedings  in  the  public 
interest  will  be  taken  by  the  Commission 
to  prevent  the  use,  by  ^ny  person,  part¬ 
nership,  corporation,  or  other  organiza¬ 
tion  subject  to  its  jurisdiction,  of  such 
unlawful  practices  in  commerce. 

§  22.1  Prohibited  discrimination 1 — 
(a)  Prohibited  discriminatory  prices,  re¬ 
bates,  refunds,  discounts,  credits,  etc., 
which  effect  unlawful  price  discrimina¬ 
tion.  It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for 
any  member  of  the  industry  engaged  in 
commerce,  in  the  course  of  such  com¬ 
merce,  to  grant  or  allow,  secretly  or 
openly,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  rebate, 
refund,  discount,  credit,  or  other  form  of 
price  differential,  where  such  rebate,  re¬ 
fund,  discount,  credit,  or  other  form  of 
price  differential,  effects  a  discrimina¬ 
tion  in  price  between  different  pur¬ 
chasers  of  goods  of  like  grade  and 
quality,  where  either  or  any  of  the  pur¬ 
chases  involved  therein  are  in  commerce, 
and  where  the  effect  thereof  may  be  sub¬ 
stantially  to  lessen  competition  or  tend 
to  create  a  monopoly  in  any  line  of  com¬ 
merce,  or  to  injure,  destroy,  or  prevent 
competition  with  any  person  who  either 
grants  or  knowingly  receives  the  benefit 
of  such  discrimination,  or  with  custo¬ 
mers  of  either  of  them;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever: 

(1)  That  the  goods  involved  in  any 
such  transaction  are  sold  for  use,  con¬ 
sumption,  or  resale  within  any  place 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,  and  are  not  purchased  by  schools, 
colleges,  universities,  public  libraries, 
churches,  hospitals,  or  charitable  insti¬ 
tutions  not  operated  for  profit,  as  sup¬ 
plies  for  their  own  use; 


1  As  used  in  §  22.1,  the  word  "commerce” 
means  “trade  or  commerce  among  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  nations,  or  between 
the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  Territory  of 
the  United  States  and  any  State,  Territory, 
or  foreign  nation,  or  between  any  insular 
possessions  or  other  places  under  the  Juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States,  or  between  any 
such  possession  or  place  and  any  State  or 
Territory  of  the  United  States  or  the  District 
of  Columbia  or  any  foreign  nation,  or  within 
the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  Territory  or 
any  Insular  possession  or  other  place  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  State.” 


(2)  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
paragraph  shall  prevent  differentials 
which  make  only  due  allowance  for  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  cost  of  manufacture,  sale, 
or  delivery  resulting  from  the  differing 
methods  or  quantities  in  which  such 
commodities  are  to  such  purchasers  sold 
or  delivered; 

Note:  Cost  justification  under  the  above 
proviso  depends  upon  net  savings  in  cost 
based  on  all  facts  relevant  to  the  transac¬ 
tions  under  the  terms  of  subparagraph  (2), 
of  this  paragraph.  For  example,  if  a  seller 
regularly  grants  a  discount  based  upon  the 
purchase  of  a  specified  quantity  by  a  single 
order  for  a  single  delivery,  and  this  discount 
is  justified  by  cost  differences,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  same  discount  can  be  cost 
justified  if  granted  to  a  purchaser  of  the 
same  quantity  by  multiple  orders  or  for 
multiple  deliveries. 

(3)  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
section  shall  prevent  persons  engaged  in 
selling  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  in 
commerce  from  selecting  their  own  cus¬ 
tomers  in  bona  fide  transactions  and  not 
in  restraint  of  trade; 

(4)  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
paragraph  shall  prevent  price  changes 
from  time  to  time  where  made  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  changing  conditions  affecting 
the  market  for  or  the  marketability  of 
the  goods  concerned,  such  as  but  not 
limited  to  obsolescence  of  seasonal  goods, 
actual  or  imminent  deterioration  of 
perishable  goods,  distress  sales  under 
court  process,  or  sales  in  good  faith  in 
discontinuance  of  business  in  the  goods 
concerned; 

(5)  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
section  shall  prevent  the  meeting  in  good 
faith  of  an  equally  low  price  of  a  competi¬ 
tor,  or  the  services  or  facilities  furnished 
by  a  competitor  (see  paragraphs  (d)  and 
(e)  of  this  section). 

Note:  In  complaint  proceedings,  justifica¬ 
tion  of  price  differentials  under  subpara¬ 
graphs  (2),  (4)  and  (5)  of  this  paragraph 
is  a  matter  of  affirmative  defense  to  be  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  person  or  concern  charged 
with  price  discrimination. 

(b)  The  following  are  examples  of 
price  differential  practices  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  subject  to  the  prohibitions  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  when  in¬ 
volving  goods  of  like  grade  and  quality 
which  are  sold  for  use,  consumption,  or 
resale  within  any  place  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States,  and  which 
are  not  purchased  by  schools,  colleges, 
universities,  public  libraries,  churches, 
hospitals,  or  charitable  institutions  not 
operated  for  profit,  as  supplies  for  their 
own  use,  and  when: 

(1)  The  commerce  requirements  spec¬ 
ified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are 
present;  and 

(2)  The  price  differential  has  a  rea¬ 
sonable  probability  of  substantially  les¬ 
sening  competition  or  tending  to  create 
a  monopoly  in  any  line  of  commerce,  or 
of  injuring,  destroying,  or  preventing 
competition  with  the  industry  member 
or  with  the  customer  receiving  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  price  differential,  or  with  cus¬ 
tomers  of  either  of  them;  and 

(3)  The  price  differential  is  not  justi¬ 
fied  by  cost  savings  (see  paragraph  (a) 
(2)  of  this  section) ;  and 

(4)  The  price  differential  is  not  made 
in  response  to  changing  conditions  af- 
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fecting  the  market  for  or  the  marketa¬ 
bility  of  the  goods  concerned  (see  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (4)  of  this  section) ;  and 

<5)  The  lower  price  was  not  made  to 
meet  in  good  faith  an  equally  low  price 
of  a  competitor  (see  paragraph  (a)  (5) 
of  this  section). 

Example  No.  1.  At  the  end  of  a  given  period 
an  industry  member  grants  a  discount  to 
a  customer  equivalent  to  a  fixed  percentage 
of  the  total  of  the  customer’s  purchases  dur¬ 
ing  such  period  and  fails  to  grant  such  dis¬ 
count  to  other  customers  under  like  condi¬ 
tions. 

Example  No.  2.  An  industry  member  sells 
goods  to  one  or  more  of  his  customers  at  a 
higher  price  than  he  charges  other  customers 
for  like  merchandise.  It  is  immaterial 
whether  or  not  such  discrimination  is  ac¬ 
complished  by  misrepresentation  as  to  the 
grade  and  quality  of  the  products  sold. 

Example  No.  3.  An  industry  member  makes 
a  sale  of  industry  products  to  a  purchaser 
under  an  arrangement  whereby  the  products 
are  shipped  by  the  industry  member’s  sup¬ 
plier  directly  to  such  purchaser  and  charges 
a  lower  price  than  that  charged  other  pur¬ 
chasers  under  similar  circumstances,  or  a 
price  which,  when  compared  with  the  price 
charged  purchasers  on  sales  made  out  of  the 
stock  of  the  industry  member,  constitutes  a 
discount  greater  than  can  be  Justified  by  the 
difference  in  costs  resulting  from  the  dif¬ 
fering  quantities  or  method  of  sale  or  de¬ 
livery. 

Example  No.  4.  An  industry  member  sells 
to  some  customers  industry  products  at 
prices  of  drop  shipments  when  in  fact  such 
transactions  are  out-of-stock  sales  which  are 
made  to  other  customers  at  higher  prices, 
even  though  the  quantities  involved  are  large 
enough  to  be  delivered  on  a  direct  shipment 
basis.  (As  here  used  an  “out-of-stock”  sale 
is  one  from  the  industry  member’s  stock  on 
hand  and  a  “drop  shipment”  sale  is  one  in 
which  the  industry  member  arranges  to  have 
the  goods  shipped  by  the  industry  member’s 
supplier  directly  to  the  industry  members 
customer.) 

Example  No.  5.  Terms  of  2/  10th  prox.  are 
granted  by  an  industry  member  to  some  cus¬ 
tomers  on  goods  purchased  by  them  from  the 
industry  member.  Another  customer  or  cus¬ 
tomers  are,  nevertheless,  allowed  to  take  a 
5  percent  instead  of  a  2  percent  discount 
when  making  payment  to  the  industry  mem¬ 
ber  within  the  time  prescribed. 

(c)  Prohibited  brokerage  and  com¬ 
missions.  It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice 
for  any  member  of  the  industry  engaged 
in  commerce,  in  the  course  of  such  com¬ 
merce,  to  pay  or  grant,  or  to  receive  or 
accept,  anything  of  value  as  a  commis¬ 
sion,  brokerage,  or  other  compensation, 
or  any  allowance  or  discount  in  lieu 
thereof,  except  for  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  the  sale  or  purchase  of 
goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  either  to 
the  other  party  to  such  transaction  or  to 
an  agent,  representative,  or  other  inter¬ 
mediary  therein  where  such  intermedi¬ 
ary  is  acting  in  fact  for  or  in  behalf,  or 
is  subject  to  the  direct  or  indirect  con¬ 
trol,  of  any  party  to  such  transaction 
other  than  the  person  by  whom  such 
compensation  is  so  granted  or  paid. 

(d)  Prohibited  advertising  or  promo¬ 
tional  allowances,  etc.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  member  of  the 
industry  engaged  in  commerce  to  pay  or 
contract  for  the  payment  of  advertising 
or  promotional  allowances  or  any  other 
thing  of  value  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  a 
customer  of  such  member  in  the  course 
of  such  commerce  as  compensation  or  in 
consideration  for  any  services  or  facil- 
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ities  furnished  by  or  through  such  cus¬ 
tomer  in  connection  with  the  processing, 
handling,  sale,  or  offering  for  sale  of  any 
products  or  commodities  manufactured, 
sold,  or  offered  for  sale  by  such  member, 
unless  such  payment  or  consideration  is 
available  on  proportionally  equal  terms 
to  all  other  customers  competing  in  the 
distribution  of  such  products  or  com¬ 
modities. 

(e)  Prohibited  discriminatory  services 
or  facilities.  It  is  an  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tice  for  any  member  of  the  industry  en¬ 
gaged  in  commerce  to  discriminate  in 
favor  of  one  purchaser  against  another 
purchaser  or  purchasers  of  a  commodity 
bought  for  x-esale,  with  or  without  proc¬ 
essing,  by  contracting  to  furnish  or 
furnishing,  or  by  contributing  to  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of,  any  services2  or  facilities3 
connected  with  the  processing,  handling, 
sale,  or  offering  for  sale  of  such  commod¬ 
ity  so  purchased  upon  terms  not  accorded 
to  all  competing  purchasers  on  pro¬ 
portionally  equal  terms. 

(f)  Inducing  or  receiving  an  illegal 
discrimination  in  price.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  member  of  the 
industry  engaged  in  commerce,  in  the 
course  of  such  commerce,  knowingly  to 
induce  or  receive  a  discrimination  in 
price  which  is  prohibited  by  paragraphs 
(a)  to  (e)  of  this  section. 

Note:  Paragraph  (f)  of  this  section  is  a 
restatement  of  section  2  (f)  of  the  Clayton 
Act  as  amended.  In  a  complaint  proceeding 
under  this  section,  in  order  to  make  out  a 
prima  facie  violation,  the  Commission  must 
show  that  the  favored  buyer  induced  or  re¬ 
ceived  the  lower  price  knowing,  or  knowing 
facts  from  which  he  should  have  known,  that 
such  price  was  violative  of  section  2  (a)  of 
said  act  and  not  justified  under  paragraph 
(a)  (2),  (4),  or  (5)  of  this  section.  When, 
in  any  such  proceeding,  the  issue  is  limited 
to  the  question  of  whether  the  price  differ¬ 
ential  involved  made  only  due  allowance  for 
differences  in  cost  of  manufacture,  sale,  or 
delivery  resulting  from  the  differing  methods 
or  quantities  in  which  the  goods  were  sold 
and  delivered,  the  Commission  may  estab¬ 
lish  a  prima  facie  case  in  a  number  of  ways. 
Including : 

(1)  By  showing  that  the  buyer  paying  the 
lower  price  knew  that  the  methods  by,  and 
quantities  in,  which  the  goods  were  sold 
and  delivered  to  him  by  the  seller,  were  the 
same  as  in  the  case  of  the  competing  buyer 
or  buyers  paying  the  higher  price  or  prices;  or 

(2)  By  showing,  when  there  is  a  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  methods  or  quantities  in  which 
the  goods  were  sold  and  delivered  by  the 
seller  to  the  buyer  than  in  the  case  of  the 
competing  buyer  or  buyers  paying  the  higher 
price  or  prices,  that  the  buyer  payirlg  the 
lower  price  or  prices  knew  the  nature  and 
extent  of  such  differences  and  knew  or  should 
have  known  that  they  could  not  have  re¬ 
sulted  in  sufficient  cost  savings  of  the  kind 
and  character  specified  as  to  justify  the  price 
differential. 

(g)  Purchases  by  U.  S.  Government; 
applicability  of  Robinson-Patman  Anti- 
discrimination  Act  to  same.  In  an 

*The  term  “services,”  as  here  used,  in¬ 
cludes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  installation, 
maintenance,  and  repair  of  cabinets  designed 
for  use  by  retail  stores  in  the  display,  preser¬ 
vation,  and  storage  of  frozen  food  products. 

aThe  term  “facilities,”  as  here  used,  in¬ 
cludes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  cabinets  de¬ 
signed  for  use  by  retail  grocery  stores  in  dis¬ 
playing,  preserving,  and  storing  frozen  food 
products. 


opinion  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  under  date  of  December  28,  1936, 
the  U.  S.  Attorney  General  advised  that 
the  Robinson-Patman  Antidiscrimina¬ 
tion  Act  “is  not  applicable  to  Govern¬ 
ment  contracts  for  supplies.”  (38 
Opinions,  Attorney  General  539.)  fRule 
11 

§  22.2  Exclusive  deals.  It  is  an  un¬ 
fair  trade  practice  for  any  member  of 
the  industry  engaged  in  commerce,3  in 
the  course  of  such  commerce,  to  lease  or 
make  a  sale  or  contract  for  sale  of  any 
industry  product,  for  use,  consumption, 
or  resale  within  any  place  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  or  fix 
a  price  charged  therefor,  or  discount 
from,  or  rebate  upon,  such  price,  on  the 
condition,  agreement,  or  understanding 
that  the  lessee  or  purchaser  thereof  shall 
not  use  or  deal  in  the  goods  of  a  com¬ 
petitor  or  competitors  of  the  lessor  or 
seller,  where  the  effect  of  such  lease,  sale, 
or  contract,  for  sale,  or  such  condition, 
agreement,  or  understanding,  may  be 
substantially  to  lessen  competition  or 
tend  to  create  a  monopoly  in  any  line 
of  commerce. 

Note  1:  The  following  is  an  example  of  a 
practice  violative  of  this  section.  Manufac¬ 
turer  A  supplies  retail  grocery  store  B  with 
a  cabinet  for  the  display,  preservation,  or 
storage  of  frozen  food  products  sold  by  B 
under  an  agreement  or  understanding  with 
B  that  B  will  deal  only  in  products  purchased 
from  A  and  the  effect  of  such  arrangement 
has  a  reasonable  probability  of  substantially 
lessening  competition  in  the  sale  of  frozen 
food  products. 

Note  2:  The  furnishing  of  a  cabinet  or 
other  benefit  by  an  industry  member  to  his 
customer  or  prospective  customer  may  under 
certain  circumstances  constitute  a  violation 
of  section  5  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  as  amended,  regardless  of  the  absence  of 
any  agreement  or  understanding  between  the 
industry  member  and  his  customer  or  pro¬ 
spective  customer  that  the  customer  or  pro¬ 
spective  customer  will  not  deal  in  the 
products  of  a  competitor  or  competitors  of 
said  industry  member. 

There  are  presently  pending  before  the 
Commission  several  complaint  cases  against 
manufacturers  and  processors  of  ice  cream, 
sherbets,  and  similar  frozen  dairy  products 
charging  violation  of  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended,  by:  (1) 
Supplying  cabinets  to  customers  for  display, 
storage,  and  preservation  of  products;  (2) 
supplying  to  customers  installation  and 
maintenance  services  relating  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  mentioned;  (3)  making  cash  or  credit 
allowances  to  customers  for  their  purchase 
of  the  facilites  or  services  mentioned;  (4) 
making  loans  of  money  to  customers  and 
prospective  customers;  and  (5)  supplying  of 
other  benefits  to  customers  and  prospective 
customers; 

under  circumstances  having  the  effect  or 
reasonable  probability  of  substantially  in¬ 
juring,  suppressing,  or  stifling  competition 
or  tending  to  create  a  monopoly  in  the  sale 
in  commerce  of  the  products  mentioned. 
While  §§  22.1  and  22.2  of  the  rules  herein  set 
forth,  constituting  respectively  re-statements 
of  sections  2  and  3  of  the  Clayton  Act  as 
amended,  contain  provisions  which  have  ap¬ 
plication  to  the  practices  mentioned  under 
circumstances  and  conditions  therein  speci¬ 
fied,  the  rules  for  the  industry  do  not  contain 
any  of  the  limitations  imposed  by  section  5 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  as 
amended  relating  to  such  practices.  Deci- 

1  See  footnote  on  p.  266. 
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sions  made  In  the  mentioned  pending  com¬ 
plaint  cases  may  supply  substantial  clarifica¬ 
tion  as  to  the  applicability  of  said  section  5 
to  these  practices,  and  in  that  event  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  the  inclusion  of 
provisions  supplying  such  clarification.  The 
non-inclusion  of  provisions  based  on  said 
section  5  in  the  rules  promulgated  for  the 
industry  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  inferring 
that  the  corrective  authority  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  respecting  the  practices  is  confined 
to  sections  2  and  3  of  the  Clayton  Act  as 
amended. 

[Rule  2] 

§  22.3  Prohibited  sales  below  cost,  (a) 
The  practice  of  selling  products  of  the 
industry  at  a  price  less  than  the  cost 
thereof  to  the  seller,  with  the  purpose 
or  intent,  and  where  the  effect  is,  or 
where  there  is  a  reasonable  probability 
that  the  effect  will  be,  to  substantially 
injure,  suppress,  or  stifle  competition  or 
tend  to  create  a  monopoly,  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice. 

(b)  This  section  is  not  to  be  construed 
as  prohibiting  all  sales  below  cost,  but 
only  such  selling  below  the  seller’s  cost 
as  is  resorted  to  and  pursued  with  the 
wrongful  intent  or  purpose  referred  to 
and  where  the  effect  is,  or  where  there 
is  reasonable  probability  that  the  effect 
will  be,  to  substantially  injure,  suppress, 
or  stifle  competition  or  to  create  a  mo¬ 
nopoly.  Among  the  situations  in  which 
the  requisite  purpose  or  intent  would 
ordinarily  be  lacking  are  cases  in  which 
such  sales  were:  (1)  of  seasonal  goods 
near  the  conclusion  of  the  season;  (2) 
of  perishable  goods  in  respect  to  which 
deterioration  is  imminent;  (3)  of  ob¬ 
solescent  goods ;  (4)  made  under  judicial 
process;  or  (5)  made  in  bona  fide  dis¬ 
continuance  of  business  in  the  goods 
concerned. 

(c)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
“cost”  means  the  respective  seller’s  cost 
and  not  an  average  cost  in  the  industry 
whether  such  average  cost  be  determined 
by  an  industry  cost  survey  or  some  other 
method.  It  consists  of  the  total  outlay 
or  expenditure  by  the  seller  in  the  ac¬ 
quisition,  production,  and  distribution  of 
the  products  involved,  and  comprises  all 
elements  of  cost  such  as  labor,  material, 
depreciation,  taxes  (except  taxes  on  net 
income  and  such  other  taxes  as  are  not 
properly  applicable  to  cost) ,  and  general 
overhead  expenses,  incurred  by  the  seller 
in  the  acquisition,  manufacture,  process¬ 
ing,  preparation  for  marketing,  sale,  and 
delivery  of  the  products.  Not  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  are  dividends  or  interest  on 
borrowed  or  invested  capital,  or  nonoper¬ 
ating  losses,  such  as  fire  losses  and  losses 
from  the  sale  or  exchange  of  capital 
assets.  Operating  cost  should  not  be  re¬ 
duced  by  items  of  nonoperating  income, 
such  as  income  from  investments,  and 
gain  on  the  sale  of  capital  assets. 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be 
construed  as  relieving  an  industry  mem¬ 
ber  from  compliance  with  any  of  the 
requirements  of  the  Robinson-Patman 
Act.  I  Rule  3] 

§  22.4  Push  money.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  industry  member 
to  pay  or  contract  to  pay  anything  of 
value  to  a  salesperson  employed  by  a 
customer  of  the  industry  member  as 
compensation  for,  or  as  an  inducement 


to  obtain,  special  or  greater  effort  or 
service  on  the  part  of  the  salesperson  in 
promoting  the  resale  of  products  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  industry  member  to  the 
customer: 

(a)  When  the  agreement  or  under¬ 
standing  under  which  the  payment  or 
payments  are  made  or  are  to  be  made  is 
without  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
the  salesperson’s  employer;  or 

(b)  When  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agreement  or  understanding  are  such 
that  any  benefit  to  the  salesperson  or 
customer  is  dependent  on  lottery  or 
chance;  or 

(c)  When  any  provision  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  or  understanding  requires  or  con¬ 
templates  practices  or  a  course  of  con¬ 
duct  unduly  and  intentionally  hampering 
sales  of  products  of  competitors  of  an 
industry  member;  or 

(d)  When,  because  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  understanding  or 
agreement,  including  its  duration,  or  the 
attendant  circumstances,  the  effect  may 
be  to  substantially  lessen  competition  or 
tend  to  create  a  monopoly;  or 

(e)  When  similar  payments  are  not 
accorded  to  salespersons  of  competing 
customers  on  proportionally  equal  terms 
in  compliance  with  section  2  (d)  and 

(e)  of  the  Clayton  Act,  as  amended  by 
the  Robinson-Patman  Act. 

Note:  Payments  made  by  an  industry 
member  to  a  salesperson  oi  a  customer  under , 
any  agreement  or  understanding  that  all  or 
any  part  of  such  payments  is  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  by  the  salesperson  to  the  customer,  or 
is  to  result  in  a  corresponding  decrease  in 
the  salesperson’s  salary,  are  not  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  within  the  purview  of  this  section,  but 
are  to  be  considered  as  subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  and  provisions  of  section  2  (a)  of  the 
Clayton  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Robinson- 
Patman  Act. 

[Rule  4] 

§  22.5  Fictitious  prices.  It  is  an  un¬ 
fair  trade  practice  to  sell  or  offer  for  sale 
industry  products  at  prices  purported 
to  be  reduced  from  what  are  in  fact  fic¬ 
titious  prices,  or  to  sell  or  offer  for  sale 
such  products  at  a  purported  reduction 
in  price  when  such  purported  reduction 
is  in  fact  fictitious  or  is  otherwise  mis¬ 
leading  or  deceptive.  [Rule  51 

§  22.6  False  invoicing,  billing,  etc.  It 
is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  a  member 
of  the  industry  to  engage  in  false  invoic¬ 
ing  which  has  the  capacity  and  tendency 
or  effect  of  misleading  or  deceiving  pur¬ 
chasers,  prospective  purchasers,  or  the 
consuming  public,  by  withholding  from, 
altering,  or  inserting  in,  invoices,  billings, 
or  sales  slips  any  statements  or  informa¬ 
tion  by  reason  of  which  omission,  altera¬ 
tion,  or  insertion  a  false  record  is  made, 
wholly  or  in  part,  of  the  transactions  rep¬ 
resented  on  the  face  of  the  invoices,  bill¬ 
ings,  or  sales  slips.  [Rule  61 

§  22.7  Coercing  the  purchase  of  one 
product  as  a  prerequisite  to  the  purchase 
of  other  products.  The  practice  of  coerc¬ 
ing  the  purchase  of  one  or  more  products 
as  a  prerequisite  to  the  purchase  of  one 
or  more  other  products,  where  the  effect 
may  be  substantially  to  lessen  competi¬ 
tion  or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly  or  un¬ 
reasonably  to  restrain  trade,  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice.  [Rule  71 


§  22.8  Misrepresentation  in  general. 
It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  any  in¬ 
dustry  member  to  make  or  cause  to  be 
made,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  news¬ 
paper  or  periodical  advertisements,  sales 
promotional  literature,  by  television, 
radio,  or  in  connection  with  any  demon¬ 
stration  or  course  of  instruction  or  other¬ 
wise,  any  statement  or  representation, 
however  published,  which  has  the  ca¬ 
pacity  and  tendency  or  effect  of  mislead¬ 
ing  or  deceiving  purchasers  or  prospec¬ 
tive  purchasers; 

(a)  With  respect  to  the  identity  of 
any  product  of  the  industry,  or  its  manu¬ 
facture,  distribution,  or  marketing; 

(b)  With  respect  to  the  brand,  com¬ 
position,  grade,  quality,  quantity,  or  size 
of  any  product  of  the  industry; 

(c)  With  respect  to  the  availability  of 
the  supply  of  a  particular  product  or 
products  of  the  industry; 

(d)  With  respect  to  the  permanency  of 
service  by  the  seller,  or  savings  available 
to  the  purchaser  of,  or  subscribers  to,  so- 
called  “Home  Freezer  Plans,”  which  in¬ 
volve  the  sale  of  industry  products;  or 

(e)  In  any  other  material  respect. 

Note:  Among  the  inhibitions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  ‘‘false  advertisement,”  as  defined  in 
section  15  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  of  any  “food”  or  other  product  within 
the  scope  of  such  section.  Furthermore, 
nothing  in  the  rules  in  this  part  is  to  be 
construed  as  relieving  anyone  of  the  necessity 
of  complying  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  in 
respect  to  labeling  or  any  other  matter  com¬ 
ing  within  the  purview  of  that  act. 

[Rule  8] 

§  22.9  Defamation  of  competitors  or 
false  disparagement  of  their  products. 
The  defamation  of  competitors  by  falsely 
imputing  to  them  dishonorable  conduct, 
inability  to  perform  contracts,  question¬ 
able  credit  standing,  or  by  other  false 
representations,  or  the  false  disparage¬ 
ment  of  the  grade,  quality,  or  manufac¬ 
ture  of  the  products  of  competitors,  or 
of  their  business  methods,  selling  prices, 
values,  crqdit  terms,  policies,  services,  or 
conditions  of  employment  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice.  [Rule  91 

§  22.10  Enticing  away  employees  of 
competitors.  Knowingly  enticing  away 
employees  or  sales  representatives  of 
competitors  under  any  circumstance 
having  the  capacity  and  tendency  or 
effect  of  substantially  injuring  or  lessen¬ 
ing  present  or  potential  competition  is 
an  unfair  trade  practice:  Provided,  That 
nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed 
as  prohibiting  employees  from  seeking 
more  favorable  employment,  or  as  pro¬ 
hibiting  employers  from  hiring  or  of¬ 
fering  employment  to  employees  of 
competitors  in  good  faith  and  not  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring,  destroying,  or  pre¬ 
venting  competition.  [Rule  10] 

§  22.11  Substitution  of  products.  It 
is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  industry  to  make  an  unauthor¬ 
ized  substitution  of  products,  where  such 
substitution  has  the  capacity  and  tend¬ 
ency  or  effect  of  misleading  or  deceiv¬ 
ing  the  purchasing  or  consuming  public, 
by: 

(a)  Shipping  or  delivering  industry 
products  which  do  not  conform  to  sam- 
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pies  submitted,  to  specifications  upon 
which  the  sale  is  consummated,  or  to 
representations  made  prior  to  securing 
the  order,  without  advising  the  pur¬ 
chaser  of  the  substitution  and  obtaining 
his  consent  thereto  prior  to  making  ship¬ 
ment  or  delivery;  or 

(b)  Falsely  representing  the  reason 
for  making  a  substitution.  [Rule  111 

§  22.12  Inducing  breach  of  contract. 
(a)  Knowingly  inducing  or  attempting  to 
induce  the  breach  of  existing  lawful  con¬ 
tracts  between  competitors  and  their 
customers  or  their  suppliers,  or  interfer¬ 
ing  with  or  obstructing  the  performance 
of  any  such  contractual  duties  or  serv¬ 
ices,  under  any  circumstances  having  the 
capacity  and  tendency  or  effect  of  sub¬ 
stantially  injuring  or  lessening  present 
or  potential  competition,  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice. 

(b)  Nothing  in  this  section  is  intended 
to  imply  that  it  is  improper  for  any  in¬ 
dustry  member  to  solicit  the  business  of 
a  customer  of  a  competing  industry 
member;  nor  is  the  section  to  be  con¬ 
strued  as  in  anywise  authorizing  any 
agreement,  understanding,  or  planned 
common  course  of  action  by  two  or  more 
industry  members  not  to  solicit  business 
from  the  customers  of  either  of  them,  or 
from  customers  of  any  other  industry 
member.  [Rule  12] 

§  22.13  Use  of  lottery  schemes,  etc. 
It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to  sell,  dis¬ 
tribute,  or  promote  the  sale  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  any  industry  product  by  means 
of  a  game  of  chance,  gift  enterprise,  or 
lottery  scheme.  [Rule  13] 

§  22.14  Prohibited  forms  of  trade  re¬ 
straints  ( unlawful  price  fixing,  etc.)*  It 
is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  industry,  either  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  to  engage  in  any  planned  com¬ 
mon  course  of  action,  or  to  enter  into  or 
take  part  in  any  understanding,  agree¬ 
ment,  combination,  or  conspiracy,  with 
one  or  more  members  of  the  industry,  or 
with  any  other  person  or  persons,  to  fix 
or  maintain  the  price  of  any  goods  or 
otherwise  unlawfully  to  restrain  trade; 
or  to  use  any  form  of  threat,  intimida¬ 
tion,  or  coercion  to  induce  any  member  of 
the  industry  or  other  person  or  persons 
to  engage  in  any  such  planned  common 


4  The  inhibitions  of  this  section  are  subject 
to  Public  Law  542,  approved  July  14,  1952, 
66  Stat.  632  (the  McGuire  Act)  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  with  respect  to  a  commodity 
which  bears,  or  the  label  or  container  of 
which  bears,  the  trade-mark,  brand,  or  name 
of  the  producer  or  distributor  of  such  com¬ 
modity  and  which  is  in  free  and  open  com¬ 
petition  with  commodities  of  the  same 
general  class  produced  or  distributed  by 
others,  a  seller  of  such  a  commodity  may 
enter  into  a  contract  or  agreement  with  a 
buyer  thereof  which  establishes  a  minimum 
or  stipulated  price  at  which  such  com¬ 
modity  may  be  resold  by  such  buyer  when 
such  contract  or  agreement  is  lawful  as 
applied  to  intrastate  transactions  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  Territory,  or  territorial 
Jurisdiction  in  which  the  resale  is  to  be  made 
or  to  which  the  commodity  is  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  for  such  resale,  and  when  such  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  is  not  between  manufac¬ 
turers,  or  between  wholesalers,  or  between 
brokers,  or  between  factors,  or  between  re¬ 
tailers,  or  between  persons,  firms,  or  corpora¬ 
tions  in  competition  with  each  other. 


course  of  action,  or  to  become  a  party  to 
any  such  understanding,  agreement, 
combination,  or  conspiracy.  [Rule  141 

§  22.15  Use  of  the  word  “free”  In 
connection  with  the  sale,  offering  for 
sale,  or  distribution  of  industry  prod¬ 
ucts,  it  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to 
use  the  word  “free,”  or  any  other  word 
or  words  of  similar  import,  in  advertise¬ 
ments  or  in  other  offers  to  the  public, 
as  descriptive  of  an  article  of  merchan¬ 
dise,  or  service,  which  is  not  an  uncondi¬ 
tional  gift,  under  the  following  circum¬ 
stances: 

(a)  When  all  the  conditions,  obliga¬ 
tions,  or  other  prerequisites  to  the  re¬ 
ceipt  and  retention  of  the  “free”  article 
of  merchandise  or  service  offered  are  not 
clearly  and  conspicuously  set  forth  at 
the  outset  so  as  to  leave  no  reasonable 
probability  that  the  terms  of  the  offer 
will  be  misunderstood;  and,  regardless 
of  such  disclosure: 

(b)  When,  with  respect  to  any  article 
of  merchandise  required  to  be  purchased 
in  order  to  obtain  the  “free”  article  or 
service,  the  offerer  (1)  increases  the  or¬ 
dinary  and  usual  price  of  such  article 
of  merchandise,  or  (2)  reduces  its  qual¬ 
ity,  or  <3)  reduces  the  quantity  or  size 
thereof. 

Note:  The  disclosure  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shaU  appear  in 
close  conjunction  with  the  word  “free"  (or 
other  word  or  words  of  similar  import)  wher¬ 
ever  such  word  first  appears  in  each  adver¬ 
tisement  or  offer.  A  disclosure  in  the  form 
of  a  footnote,  to  which  reference  is  made 
by  use  of  an  asterisk  or  other  symbol  placed 
next  to  the  word  “free,”  will  not  be  regarded 
as  compliance. 

[Rule  151 

§  22.16  Misrepresenting  products  as 
conforming  to  standard.  In  connection 
with  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale  of  in¬ 
dustry  products,  it  is  an  unfair  trade 
practice  to  represent,  through  advertis¬ 
ing  or  otherwise,  that  such  products 
conform  to  any  standards  recognized  in 
or  applicable  to  the  industry  when  such 
is  not  the  fact.  [Rule  16] 

§  22.17  Procurement  of  competitors' 
confidential  information.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  member  of  the 
industry  to  obtain  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  business  of  a  competitor  by 
bribery  of  an  employee  or  agent  of  such 
competitor,  by  false  or  misleading  state¬ 
ments  or  representations,  by  the  imper¬ 
sonation  of  one  in  authority,  or  by  any 
other  unfair  means,  and  to  use  the  in¬ 
formation  so  obtained  so  as  substantially 
to  injure  competition  or  unreasonably 
restrain  trade.  [Rule  17] 

§  22.18  Aiding  or  abetting  use  of  un¬ 
fair  trade  practices.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  aid,  abet,  coerce,  or  induce 
another,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  use  or 
promote  the  use  of  any  unfair  trade 
practice  specified  in  the  rules  in  this  part, 
or  of  any  other  unfair  method  of  com¬ 
petition  or  unfair  or  deceptive  act  or 
practice.  [Rule  181  .  * 

GROUP  II 

Compliance  with  trade  practice  provi¬ 
sions  embraced  in  Group  II  rules  is  con¬ 


sidered  to  be  conducive  to  sound  business 
methods  and  is  to  be  encouraged  and 
promoted  individually  or  through  volun¬ 
tary  cooperation  exercised  in  accordance 
with  existing  law.  Nonobservance  of 
Group  II  rules  does  not  per  se  constitute 
violation  of  law.  Where,  however,  the 
practice  of  not  complying  with  such  rules 
is  followed  in  a  manner  as  to  result  in 
unfair  methods  of  competition  or  unfair 
or  deceptive  acts  or  practices  in  com¬ 
merce,  corrective  proceedings  in  respect 
thereto  may  be  instituted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  as  in  the  case  of  violation  of 
Group  I  rules. 

§  22.101  Contractual  obligations.  The 
industry  condemns  repudiation  of  con¬ 
tracts  by  sellers  on  a  rising  market  or 
by  buyers  on  a  declining  market.  Lawful 
contracts  of  business  obligations  should 
be  performed  in  letter  and  in  spirit. 
[Rule  AJ 

§  22.102  Proper  refrigeration.  The 
industry  condemns  practices  at  variance 
with  essential  health  and  sanitary  tem¬ 
perature  and  refrigeration  control  re¬ 
quirements  as  constituting  a  menace  to 
the  public  health  and  the  general  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  consuming  public  and  the 
industry.  It  recommends  that  the  tem¬ 
perature  and  refrigeration  of  industry 
products  should  be  maintained  con¬ 
stantly  and  uniformly  not  higher  than 
zero  degrees  Fahrenheit  in  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  spoilage,  deterioration,  and  con¬ 
tamination.  [Rule  B] 

Issued:  January  10,  1956. 

Promulgated  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  January  13,  1956. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-236;  Filed,  Jan,  12,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


TITLE  25 — INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Subchapter  L— -Irrigation  Projects:  Operation  and 
Maintenance 

Part  130 — Operation  and  Maintenance 
Charges 

TOPPENISH  SIMCOE  PROJECT,  YAKIMA 
INDIAN  RESERVATION,  WASHINGTON 

January  6,  1956. 

On  October  28,  1955,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  daily  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (page  8124,  Volume  20,  Num¬ 
ber  211)  notice  of  intention  to  amend 
§  130.73  of  Title  25,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  dealing  with  the  operation  and 
maintenance  charges  on  assessable  lands 
under  the  Toppenish  Simcoe  Project, 
Yakima  Indian  Reservation,  Washing¬ 
ton.  Interested  persons  were  thereby 
given  opportunity  to  participate  in  pre¬ 
paring  the  proposed  amendment  by  sub¬ 
mitting  their  views  and  data  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  writing  to  Don  C.  Foster,  Area 
Director  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice.  No  views, 
data  or  arguments  were  submitted.  Sec¬ 
tion  130.73  of  Title  25,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  accordingly  amended. 
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Section  130.73  shall  read  as  follows: 

§  130.73  Charges.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  acts  of  August  1,  1914 
and  March  7,  1928  (38  Stat.  583  and  45 
Stat.  210;  U.  S.  C.  385,  387),  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  charges  for  the 
lands  under  the  Toppenish-Simcoe  In¬ 
dian  irrigation  project,  Yakima  Indian 
Reservation,  Washington,  for  the  calen¬ 
dar  year  1956  and  subsequent  years  until 
further  notice,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

All  lands  for  which  application  for 
water  is  made  and  approved  by  Proj¬ 
ect  Engineer,  per  acre _ $2.  25 

(Secs.  1,  3,  36  Stat.  270,  272,  as  amended; 
25  U.  S.  C.  385) 

Don  C.  Foster, 
Area  Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-237;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


TITLE  32A— NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization 

[Defense  Mobilization  Order  1-18] 

DMO  1-18 — Assignment  of  Responsibil¬ 
ity  for  Reduction  of  Urban  Vulnera¬ 
bility  to  the  Federal  Civil  Defense 

Administration 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me 
pursuant  to  the  National  Security  Act 
of  1947,  as  amended;  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3,  effective  June  12,  1953;  De¬ 
fense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  and  Executive  Order  10480,  August 
15,  1953;  and  in  order  to  consolidate  in 
one  agency  responsibility  for  the  devel¬ 
opment  and  coordination  of  plans  and 
programs  for  the  reduction  of  urban  vul¬ 
nerability,  it  is  hereby  ordered: 

1.  The  Federal  Civil  Defense  Adminis¬ 
trator,  responsible  under  the  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  civil  defense  measures  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property,  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for : 

a.  The  development  and  coordination 
of  plans  and  programs  for  the  reduction 
of  urban  vulnerability,  including  coor¬ 
dination  at  the  metropolitan  target  zone 
level  of  dispersion,  urban  redevelopment, 
highway,  and  other  programs  and  meas¬ 
ures  capable  of  making  a  contribution 
to  the  reduction  of  urban  vulnerability. 

b.  Advising  and  assisting  State  and 
local  governments,  particularly  those  lo¬ 
cated  in  urban  areas,  on  measures  to 
assure  a  continuity  of  the  essential  func¬ 
tions  of  said  governments  in  the  event 
of  attack. 

2.  The  foregoing  responsibilities  will 
be  undertaken  on  a  basis  consistent  with 
mobilization  planning  assumptions  for 
the  Government  as  a  whole  as  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobili¬ 
zation. 

3.  This  order  is  effective  immediately. 

Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 

Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-320;  Filed,  Jan.  11,  1956; 

11:59  a.  m.] 


[Defense  Mobilization  Order  1-19] 

DMO  1-19 — Dispersion  and  Protective 
Construction;  Policy,  Criteria, 
Responsibilities 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
pursuant  to  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947,  as  amended;  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  3,  effective  June  12,  1953;  and  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended;  the  following  policy,  criteria, 
and  assignment  of  responsibilities  for 
Dispersion  and  Protective  Construction 
are  promulgated: 

1.  Policy.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  encourage  and,  when  appro¬ 
priate,  to  require  that  new  facilties  and 
major  expansions  of  existing  facilities 
important  to  national  security  be  located 
in  so  far  as  practicable,  so  as  to  reduce 
the  risk  of  damage  in  the  event  of  attack; 
and  to  encourage  and,  when  appropriate, 
require  the  incorporation  of  protective 
construction  features  in  new  and  exist¬ 
ing  facilities  to  provide  resistance  to 
weapons  effects  suitable  to  the  locations 
of  said  facilities. 

2.  Criteria,  a.  The  distance  of  a  fa¬ 
cility  from  the  probable  area  of  destruc¬ 
tion  is  the  controlling  factor  in  reducing 
the  risk  of  attack  damage  to  such  fa¬ 
cility.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
distance  consideration  will  be  given  to 
all  relevant  factors,  including: 

(1)  The  most  likely  objects  or  targets 
of  enemy  attack,  such  as  certain  military, 
industrial,  population,  and  governmental 
concentrations. 

(2)  The  size  of  such  targets. 

(3)  The  destructive  power  of  a  large 
yield  weapon  or  weapons  suitable  to  the 
particular  target. 

(4)  The  gradation  of  pressures  and 
thermal  radiation  at  various  distances 
from  an  assumed  point  of  detonation. 

(5)  The  characteristics  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  facility,  including  underground 
and  built-in  protective  construction  fea¬ 
tures,  with  respect  to  its  resistance  to 
nuclear,  chemical,  and  unconventional 
weapons. 

(6)  The  degree  of  damage  which  a 
facility  could  sustain  and  still  remain 
operable. 

(7)  The  ground  environment  or  nat¬ 
ural  barriers  which  might  provide  added 
protection  to  the  facility. 

(8)  The  economic,  operational,  and 
administrative  requirements  in  carrying 
out  the  function  for  which  the  facility  is 
to  be  provided. 

b.  While  no  single  distance  standard 
and  no  single  set  of  protective  construc¬ 
tion  specifications  against  nuclear,  chem¬ 
ical  and  unconventional  weapons  are 
feasible  for  all  situations,  the  above 
factors  will  be  applied  so  as  to  achieve 
the  most  protection  practicable  for  a  spe¬ 
cific  situation. 

3.  Responsibilities,  a.  All  departments 
and  agencies  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Federal  Government  are  responsible 
for  adherence  to  the  policy  and  criteria 
herein  set  forth  with  respect  to  programs 
under  their  control.  Without  limitation, 
specific  reference  is  made  to  the 
following* 

(1)  All  agencies:  (a)  Programs  for 
minimizing  the  vulnerability  of  the  mo¬ 
bilization  base,  (DMO  1-4,  paragraph 
17) ;  (b)  Consideration  of  dispersed  loca¬ 


tion  and  protective  construction  in  the 
review  of  application  for  tax  amortiza¬ 
tion,  (DMO  in-1,  paragraphs  4  and  5; 
DMO  VI-4) ;  (c)  Application  of  Disper¬ 
sion  Standards  to  Facilities  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Branch,  in  accordance  with  policy 
and  standards  issued  by  Director,  Office 
of  Defense  Mobilization. 

(2)  Department  of  Defense — Pro¬ 
grams  for  maximum  use  of  dispersed 
plants,  and  development  of  standards  for 
strategic  locations  and  physical  security. 
(DMO  1-12,  paragraph  2,  g,  h,  and  o.) 

(3)  Department  of  the  Interior — Pro¬ 
grams  for  continuity  of  production  of 
certain  assigned  industries.  (DMO  1-13, 
paragraph  2,  j.) 

(4)  Department  of  Agriculture — Pro¬ 
grams  for  operation  of  vital  food  facili¬ 
ties.  (DMO  1-9,  paragraph  2,  h.) 

(5)  Department  of  Commerce — Pro¬ 
grams  for  dispersion  and  continuity  of 
production.  (DMO  1-8,  paragraph  2, 
g  and  h.) 

(6)  Federal  Civil  Defense  Administra¬ 
tion — Development  and  coordination  of 
plans  and  programs  for  the  reduction  of 
urban  vulnerability.  (DMO  1-18.) 

b.  The  Department  of  Commerce  (Of¬ 
fice  of  Area  Develpment)  is  responsible 
for  providing  guidance  and  assistance  to 
departments  and  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government,  to  industry,  public  and  pri¬ 
vate  persons  and  organizations  includ¬ 
ing  local  Dispersion  Committees,  in  the 
application  of  the  policy  and  criteria 
contained  herein. 

(1)  By  agreement  between  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Department  of 
Defense  will  provide  guidance  on  certain 
industrial  and  other  non-military  proj¬ 
ects  in  which  it  has  a  direct  and  special 
interest. 

(2)  The  Department  of  Commerce 
may  make  similar  arrangements  with 
other  departments  and  agencies  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  on  projects  in  which  they 
have  a  direct  and  special  interest,  pro¬ 
vided  that  reasonable  safeguards  to  as¬ 
sure  consistency  and  uniformity  in  the 
application  of  the  policy  and  standards 
are  maintained. 

(3)  The  Department  of  Defense  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  application  of  this 
policy  to  military  projects  without  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  but  with  due  regard  to  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  other  vital  facilities  and  plans 
for  reduction  of  urban  vulnerability  as 
developed  by  the  Federal  Civil  Defense 
Administration. 

c.  The  Federal  Civil  Defense  Adminis¬ 
tration,  responsible  for  the  development 
and  coordination  of  plans  and  programs 
for  the  reduction  of  urban  vulnerability, 
is  responsible  for  integrating  at  the 
metropolitan  target  zone  level  dispersion 
actions  with  all  other  measures  which 
can  make  urban  areas  less  attractive 
targets.  It  is  also  responsible  for  pro¬ 
mulgating  construction  standards  and 
specifications  for  the  protection  of  per¬ 
sons  and  property  from  nuclear  and 
unconventional  weapons  effects.  The 
Department  of  Commerce  and  all  others 
concerned  will  be  governed  by  such 
standards  in  rendering  the  guidance  and 
assistance  described  in  paragraph  b, 
above. 
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FEDERAL  REGISTER 


271 


4.  Rescissions.  This  order  supersedes 
the  Dispersion  Policy  Statement  of 
August  10,  1951. 

5.  This  order  is  effective  immediately. 

A  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 

Arthur  S.  Fleming, 
Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-321;  Piled,  Jan.  11,  1956; 
11:59  a.  m.j 

TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

Part  120 — Annual,  Special  or  Periodical 
Reports 

steam  railway  annual  report  form  a 

The  matter  of  annual  reports  from 
Steam  Railway  Companies  and  Switch¬ 
ing  and  Terminal  Companies  of  Class  I 
and  Class  II  being  under  consideration 
and  it  appearing  that  the  changes  in 
existing  regulations  to  be  effectuated  by 
this  order  are  only  minor  changes  with 
respect  to  the  data  to  be  furnished  and 
that  public  rule-making  procedures  are 
unnecessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  order  dated 
February  23,  1955,  In  the  matter  of  an¬ 
nual  reports  from  steam  railway  com¬ 
panies  and  switching  and  terminal  com¬ 
panies  of  Class  I  and  Class  II  (§120.11) 
be,  and  it  is  hereby  modified  with  re¬ 
spect  to  annual  reports  for  the  year 
ended  December  31, 1955,  and  subsequent 
years,  as  follows: 

§  120.11  Form,  prescribed  for  large  and 
medium  steam  railways.  All  steam  rail¬ 
way  companies  and  switching  and  ter¬ 
minal  companies  of  Class  I  and  Class  II 
(§  126.1  of  this  chapter)  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  20,  Part  I,  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  are  hereby  re¬ 
quired  to  file  annual  reports  for  the  year 
ended  December  31,  1955,  and  for  each 
succeeding  year  until  further  order  in 
accordance  with  Annual  Report  Form  A 
(Large  and  Medium  Steam  Roads  and 
Switching  and  Terminal  Companies), 
which  is  hereby  approved  and  made  a 
part  of  this  order.1  The  annual  report 
shall  be  filed,  in  duplicate,  in  the  Bureau 
of  Transport  Economics  and  Statistics, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  on  or  before 
March  31  of  the  year  following  the  one 
to  which  it  relates. 

(Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
20) 

Note:  Budget  Bureau,  No.  60-R098.12. 


‘Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  December  A.  D.  1955. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-234;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 

TITLE  38 — PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans  Administration 

Part  3 — Veterans  Claims 

Part  5 — Central  Committee  on  Waivers 

and  Forfeitures  and  Field  Committees 

on  Waivers 

miscellaneous  amendments 

1.  In  Part  3,  paragraph  (c)  of  §  3.1025 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.1025  Jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans 
Claims  Division,  Veterans  Benefits  Of¬ 
fice,  D.  C.  *  *  * 

(c)  Where  rights  have  been  forfeited 
under  any  act,  except  that  in  the  event 
entitlement  to  Veterans  Administration 
benefits  is  claimed  on  the  basis  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Armed  Forces  subsequent  to 
the  commission  of  the  offense  on  which 
forfeiture  determination  was  based,  vet¬ 
erans  records  will,  upon  request,  be  per¬ 
manently  transferred  to  the  regional 
office  of  jurisdiction,  inasmuch  as  the 
forfeiture  does  not  extend  to  such 
subsequent  period  of  service. 

***** 

(Sec.  5,  43  Stat.  608,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  46 
Stat.  1016,  sec.  7,  48  Stat.  9;  38  U.  S.  C.  11a, 
426,  707) 

2.  In  Part  5,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  5.7  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  5.7  Submission  of  forfeiture  ques¬ 
tions.  (a)  When  an  investigation  has 
been  completed  or  the  evidence  con¬ 
sidered  as  provided  in  §  5.6  (a)  and  (b) , 
the  appropriate  official  designated  in 
§  5.5  shall  determine  whether  a  submis¬ 
sion  to  the  Central  Committee  on  Waiv¬ 
ers  and  Forfeitures  is  warranted;  and,  if 
he  determines  that  it  is,  shall  forward 
the  evidence  and  the  folder  or  folders  to 
said  committee  for  a  decision  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  forfeiture  of  rights 
under  the  statutory  provisions  specified 
in  §  5.4.  A  submission  may  also  be  made 
to  the  Central  Committee  on  Waivers 
and  Forfeitures  by  the  director  of  a  serv¬ 
ice  (or  the  Chairman,  Board  of  Veterans 
Appeals,  the  Chief  Medical  Director,  or 
the  General  Counsel)  for  the  office  con¬ 
cerned  if  the  facts  warrant.  Prior  to  the 
submission  of  the  fol’der  or  folders  to 
the  Central  Committee  on  Waivers  and 
Forfeitures  for  consideration  of  what 
is  thought  to  be  false  or  fraudulent  evi¬ 
dence,  payments  shall  be  suspended  as  of 
the  date  of  last  payment,  pending  final 


action  by  that  committee.  Where  the 
question  is  one  of  possible  guilt  of  one  of 
the  offenses  mentioned  in  section  4,  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  144,  78th  Congress,  payments  in 
an  active  case  shall  not  be  suspended 
prior  to  the  submission  of  the  case  to 
said  committee,  except  in  those  cases 
in  the  Philippines  as  provided  in  §  5.6  (a) . 
***** 

3.  Section  5.9  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.9  Decisions  and  actions  pursuant 
thereto,  (a)  When  it  is  determined  that 
a  forfeiture  is  in  order,  the  Central  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Waivers  and  Forfeitures  shall 
render  a  decision  to  that  effect,  which 
decision  shall  be  final  unless  appeal 
therefrom  to  the  Administrator  of  Vet¬ 
erans  Affairs  is  made  in  accordance  with 
existing  appeals  regulations  and  proce¬ 
dure.  In  any  case  where  there  has  been 
a  forfeiture  of  rights,  the  claims  folder 
and  the  R  &  E  folder  shall  be  retained  in 
the  Veterans  Benefits  Office,  District  of 
Columbia,  during  the  lifetime  of  the  per¬ 
son  whose  rights  are  forfeited,  except 
that  in  the  event  entitlement  to  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  is  claimed  on  the 
basis  of  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  commission  of  the  offense 
on  which  forfeiture  determination  was 
based,  veterans  records  will  upon  re¬ 
quest,  be  permanently  transferred  to  the 
regional  office  of  jurisdiction.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  division  having  jurisdiction 
over  the  benefits  affected  by  the  forfeit¬ 
ure  to  discontinue  payments  as  of  the 
proper  definite  date,  by  stop  payment 
notice. 

(b)  When  it  is  determined  by  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Committee  on  Waivers  and  Forfeit¬ 
ures  that  the  evidence  presented  is  in¬ 
sufficient  to  justify  a  forfeiture  of  rights, 
said  committee  shall  render  a  decision 
to  that  effect,  which  decision  shall  be 
final,  subject  to  an  administrative  appeal 
by  the  director  of  a  service  or  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel.  Any  such  appeal  must  be 
filed  within  1  year  from  the  date  of  the 
decision  of  the  Central  Committee  on 
Waivers  and  Forfeitures. 

(Sec.  5,  43  Stat.  608,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  46 
Stat.  1016,  sec.  7,  48  Stat.  9;  38  U.  S.  C.  11a, 
426,  707.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  28,  504,  43 
Stat.  615,  629,  as  amended,  sec.  4,  46  Stat. 
529,  as  amended,  secs.  11,  15,  48  Stat.  10,  11, 
sec.  9,  50  Stat.  662,  sec.  1,  53  Stat.  1252,  secs. 
1,  609.  54  Stat.  1193,  1013,  secs.  1,  4,  57  Stat. 

554,  555,  sec.  1500,  58  Stat.  300,  sec.  1,  60  Stat. 
908,  sec.  9,  65  Stat.  35,  Vet.  Reg.  1  (a),  Part 
VIII.  as  amended,  secs.  270,  271,  66  Stat.  681, 
67  Stat.  192;  38  U.  S.  C.  33,  36,  453,  507a,  510, 

555,  697,  715,  717  note,  727,  728,  739,  809,  858, 
ch. 12A) 

This  regulation  is  effective  January  13, 
1956. 

[seal]  J.  C.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-235:  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.J 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  941  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-101-20] 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Chicago,  Illinois, 
Marketing  Area 

notice  of  extension  of  time  for  filing 

EXCEPTIONS  TO  RECOMMENDED  DECISION 

WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  AMENDMENTS 

TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING  AGREEMENT, 

AND  TO  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  orders  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  time  for  filing  exceptions  to  the 
recommended  decision  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  to  the  order, 
as  amended,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Chicago,  Illinois,  marketing 
area,  which  was  issued  November  29, 1955 
(20  F.  R.  8854),  is  hereby  extended  to 
January  14,  1956,  with  respect  to  issues 
not  dealt  with  in  the  decision  issued  De¬ 
cember  22,  1955  (20  F.  R.  10060). 

Dated:  January  9,  1956. 

[seal]  F.  R.  Burke, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-233;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  2  1 

[Docket  No.  11599;  FCC  56-17] 
Stations  in  Aeronautical  Fixed  Service 
allocation  of  frequencies 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  2 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  to  provide  for  an  allocation  of  fre¬ 
quencies  in  the  band  152-162  Me  for 
stations  in  the  aeronautical  fixed  service. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  is 
hereby  given  in  the  above  entitled 
matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  had  under 
consideration  a  petition  and  comments 
dated  October  25,  1955,  filed  by  Aero¬ 
nautical  Radio  Incorporated  (ARINC), 
in  connection  with  the  recent  realloca¬ 
tion  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  11498. 
This  petition  requests  the  allocation  of 
1410  kc  in  the  152-162  Me  band  to  (a) 
Aeronautical  fixed  service,  (b)  Domestic 
fixed  public  service  and  (c)  Interna¬ 
tional  fixed  public  service. 

3.  The  Commission  considered,  but 
did  not  grant,  the  request  of  ARINC  in 
Docket  No.  11498  but  stated  that  the 
ARINC  proposal  would  be  made  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  a  separate  proceeding. 


4.  ARINC  supported  its  petition  with 
certain  technical  details  showing  the 
aeronautical  fixed  circuits  it  proposed  to 
operate  if  the  Commission  allocated  the 
frequency  bands  as  requested.  A  study 
of  the  details  submitted  by  ARINC  leads 
the  Commission  to  believe  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  use  may  be  compatible  with  the 
allocation  of  frequencies  made  to  the 
fixed  service  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  in  connection  with  Docket 
11498  and  that  the  expansion  of  the  allo¬ 
cation  by  540  kc,  as  proposed  by  the  peti¬ 
tioner,  may  not  be  necessary.  The 
practicality  of  the  Commission’s  instant 
proposal  is,  to  some  degree,  dependent 
upon  the  use  which  may  be  made  of  the 
existing  fixed  service  allocation  by  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  domestic  fixed  public  service. 

5.  It  should  be  noted  that,  except  for 
certain  requirements  relating  to  inter¬ 
island  fixed  circuits  between  Puerto  Rico 
and  adjacent  Islands  which  were  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  fixed  requirement  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposed  to  satisfy  in  connection 
with  Docket  11498,  no  evidence  of  do¬ 
mestic  fixed  public  service  requirements 
was  adduced  in  the  proceeding  and  no 
comments  were  filed  which  would  indi¬ 
cate  that  other  domestic  fixed  public 
service  requirements  existed  for  this  area 
in  the  bands  in  question. 

6.  In  view  of  the  above  situation  it 
would  appear  that  the  existing  alloca¬ 
tion  may  also  be  shared  by  the  aeronaut- 


9.  Although  ARINC  petitioned  also  for 
certain  amendments  to  Part  9  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  it  appears  that,  if 
the  amendments  proposed  in  Part  2  are 
adopted,  aeronautical  fixed  stations  may 
be  authorized  in  accordance  with  exist¬ 
ing  §  9.443.  Consequently  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  not  proposing  changes  in  Part  9 
at  this  time. 

10.  The  proposed  amendment  to  the 
rules  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  authority 
of  section  303  (c),  (f),  and  (r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  the  Final  Acts  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Telecommunication  Radio  Con¬ 
ference  (Atlantic  City  1947). 

11.  Any  interested  person  who  is  of 
the  opinion  that  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  not  be  adopted  or  should 
not  be  adopted  in  the  form  set  forth 
herein,  may  file  with  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  2,  1956,  written  data, 
views,  or.  arguments  setting  forth  his 
comments.  Comments  in  support  of  the 
proposed  amendment  may  also  be  filed 
on  or  before  the  same  date.  Comments 
in  reply  to  the  original  comments  may  be 


ical  fixed  stations  proposed  by  the 
petitioner  providing  suitable  coordina¬ 
tion  of  assignments  is  accomplished. 
The  Commission  bases  this  belief  upon 
exhibits  and  statements  submitted  by 
ARINC,  Radio  Corporation  of  Porto  Rico 
and  All  American  Cables  and  Radio,  Inc., 
the  only  licensees  in  the  fixed  service  who 
filed  comments  in  connection  with 
Docket  11498.  ARINC  has  indicated 
that,  with  respect  to  the  stations  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  operated  by  them,  adjacent 
frequencies  assigned  to  aeronautical 
fixed  stations  need  to  be  separated  by 
approximately  100  kc  in  order  to  reduce 
certain  technical  difficulties  encountered 
in  the  reception  of  such  circuits  at  one 
location.  The  information  submitted  by 
the  other  above-mentioned  companies 
indicates  that  such  separations  need  to 
be  in  the  order  of  50  to  85  kc. 

7.  In  view  of  the  above,  it  would  ap¬ 
pear  that  through  appropriate  selection 
of  frequencies  for  individual  circuits  and 
by  taking  into  consideration  geographi¬ 
cal  separations  and  antenna  directivities, 
it  may  be  practical  to  provide  for  shared 
use,  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  of  the  existing  fixed  public  service 
allocation  by  aeronautical  fixed  stations. 

8.  The  Commission  is  proposing  to 
amend  Part  2  of  its  rules  so  as  to  provide 
for  the  following  amended  allocation,  in 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  only, 
as  shown  below: 


filed  within  10  days  from  the  last  day  for 
filing  said  original  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments.  No  additional  comments  may  be 
filed  unless  (1)  specifically  requested  by 
the  Commission  or  (2)  good  cause  for 
filing  of  such  additional  comments  is 
established.  The  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider  all  such  comments  prior  to  taking 
final  action  in  this  matter,  and  if  com¬ 
ments  are  submitted  warranting  oral 
argument,  notice  of  the  time  and  place 
of  such  oral  argument  will  be  given. 

12.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1,764  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  statements,  briefs,  or  cdhiments  filed 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  January  4, 1956. 

Released:  January  5, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-240;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


Allocation  fob  Puerto  Rico  and  Virgin  Islands  Onlt 


Band  (Me) 

Present  allocation 

Proposed  allocation 

154.04-154.  46 

a.  Domestic  fixed  public. 

a.  Aeronautical  fixed. 

b.  International  fixed  public. 

b.  Domestic  fixed  public. 

c.  International  fixed  public. 

161.40-161.85 

a.  Domestic  fixed  public. 

a  Aeronautical  fixed. 

b.  International  fixed  public. 

b.  Domestic  fixed  public. 

c.  International  fixed  public. 

Friday,  January  IS,  1956 
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department  of  the  treasury 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[443.566] 

Mirror  Cases  Containing  Mirror  and 
Comb 

TARIFF  CLASSIFICATION 

January  6, 1956. 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  published  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  dated 
November  23,  1955  (20  F.  R.  8642),  that 
the  tariff  classification  of  pocket  mirror 
cases  containing  a  mirror  and  comb  was 
under  review.  The  Bureau,  by  its  let¬ 
ter  to  the  collector  of  customs,  New  York, 
New  York,  dated  January  6,  1956,  ruled 
that  the  two  components  of  this  mer¬ 
chandise  are  separate  and  distinct 
articles  for  tariff  purposes,  separately 
classifiable  and  dutiable,  the  combs 
(non-metallic)  under  paragraph  1537 
(c).  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  modified,  at 
rates  ranging  from  x/2  cent  each  and  12V2 
percent  ad  valorem  to  3  cents  each  and 
20  percent  ad  valorem  dependent  upon 
material  of  which  composed,  value,  and 
country  of  origin,  and  the  mirrors,  not 
over  144  square  inches  in  size,  with  cases 
under  paragraph  230  (b),  as  modified,  at 
the  rate  of  35  or  50  percent  ad  valorem, 
dependent  upon  country  of  origin. 
Previously  it  was  the  practice  to  con¬ 
sider  this  merchandise  as  a  single  tariff 
entity  classifiable  under  paragraph 
230  (b),  as  modified,  dutiable  at  the  rate 
of  35  or  50  percent  ad  valorem,  depend¬ 
ent  upon  country  of  origin. 

As  this  ruling  will  result  in  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  duty  at  a  higher  rate  than  has 
been  heretofore  assessed  under  an  estab¬ 
lished  and  uniform  practice,  it  will  be 
applied  only  to  such  or  similar  merchan¬ 
dise  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  ware¬ 
house,  for  consumption  after  90  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  an  ab¬ 
stract  of  this  decision  in  a  forthcoming 
issue  of  the  weekly  Treasury  Decisions. 

[seal]  Ralph  Kelly, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

]F.  R.  Doc.  56-229;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


limits  of  the  United  States  for  metal 
scrap  baling  or  shearing,  or  for  melting 
or  sweating  aluminum  scrap  is  in  the 
national  interest.  The  purpose  of  such 
determinations  is  to  meet  the  restrictions 
upon  the  use  of  appropriated  funds 
which  are  imposed  by  section  715,  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  Appropriations  Act, 

1955  (68  Stat.  352)  and  section  615,  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  Appropriations  Act, 

1956  (69  Stat.  317)  or  .which  may  be 
similarly  imposed  by  future  statutes.  In 
addition  to  obtaining  the  above  deter¬ 
mination  authorizations  to  acquire  or 
construct  such  new  real  property  facil¬ 
ities  will  continue  to  be  submitted  ac¬ 
cording  to  established  procedures. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Supply  and  Logistics)  may  not  redele¬ 
gate  the  authority  contained  herein. 

Delegation  of  Authority  published  at 
19  F.  R.  4544,  is  hereby  cancelled  and 
superseded. 

C.  E.  Wilson, 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

January  6,  1956. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-224;  Filed,  Jan.  12;  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Yuma  Project,  Calif. 

'  ORDER  OF  REVOCATION 

July  26, 1954. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Departmental  Order  No.  2515  of  April 
7,  1949  (14  F.  R.  1937),  I  hereby  revoke 
Departmental  Order  of  October  19,  1920, 
insofar  as  said  Order  affects  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  lands;  provided,  however, 
that  such  revocation  shall  not  affect  the 
withdrawal  of  any  other  lands  by  said 
Order  or  affect  any  other  order  with¬ 
drawing  or  reserving  the  land  hereinafter 
described. 

San  Bernardino  Meridian,  California 

T.  14  S.,  R.  10  E„ 

Secs.  6,  7,  18,  19,  30  and  31  all. 

T.  15  S.,R.  10  E. 

Secs.  6,  7,  18  all. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Supply  and  Logistics) 

delegation  of  authority  with  respect 
to  facilities  and  equipment  for  metal 

SCRAP  BALING  OR  SHEARING,  OR  FOR  MELT¬ 
ING  OR  SWEATING  ALUMINUM 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  by  section  202 
(f)  of  the  National  Security  Act  of  1947, 
as  amended,  and  section  5  of  the  Reor¬ 
ganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1953,  there  is 
hereby  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (Supply  and  Logistics) 
the  authority  to  make  determinations 
that  the  operation,  acquisition,  or  con¬ 
struction  of  new  facilities  or  equipment 
for  new  facilities  in  the  continental 


The  above  area  aggregates  8,551.24 
:res. 

L.  N.  McClellan, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[67607] 

January  9, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted 
accordingly. 

The  lands  have  been  used  for  bombard¬ 
ment  purposes' by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  and  are  badly  contaminated.  They 
are  included  in  application  Los  Angeles 
0103307  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
for  their  withdrawal.  They  will  not  be 
subject  to  entry,  location,  selection  or 
other  forms  of  disposal  under  the  public- 
land  laws  unless  and  until  final  action 
upon  the  application  for  withdrawal  has 
been  taken  and  an  order  of  restoration 


has  been  issued  by  an  authorized  officer 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Edward  Woozley, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-226;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Carl  M.  Vuckel 

report  of  appointment  and  statement 

OF  FINANCIAL  INTERESTS 

The  material  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  3,  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8942)  under  the  name  of  Carl  M.  Vuckel, 
item  5  is  amended  as  follows: 

5.  Name  of  private  employer:  Retired. 

[seal]  Carlton  Hayward, 

Director  of  Personnel. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-319;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:58  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  7280] 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.;  India- 
Bangkok-Manila  Extension 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  FOR  AMENDMENT  OF  CER¬ 
TIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  for  an 
amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  foreign  air 
transportation  so  as  to  authorize  service 
beyond  Bombay  and  Colombo  to  Bang¬ 
kok  and  Manila. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  January  31,  1956,  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  room  5132  Commerce 
Building,  Fourteenth  Street  and  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
before  Examiner  Walter  W.  Bryan. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  January 
9, 1956. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-304;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:57  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  SA-314] 

Accident  Occurring  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  investigation  of  acci¬ 
dent  involving  aircraft  of  United  States 
Registry  N  88852,  at  Seattle,  Washing¬ 
ton,  November  18,  1955. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  section  702  of  saM 
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act,  In  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
that  hearing  is  hereby  assigned  to  be 
held  on  Thursday,  January  19,  1956,  at 
9:00  a.  m.  (local  time),  in  the  Coral 
Gables  City  Hall,  Lejeune  Road  and 
Coral  Way,  Coral  Gables,  Florida,  and 
will  be  reconvened  on  Thursday,  January 
26,  1956,  at  9:00  a.  m.  (local  time),  in 
the  Spanish  Ballroom,  Olympic  Hotel, 
Seattle,  Washington. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  January 
5,  1956. 

[seal]  Robert  W.  Chrisp, 

Presiding  Officer. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-305;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:57  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  11428;  FCC  56-1] 

Delsea  Broadcasters 

ORDER  AMENDING  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Mortimer  Hen¬ 
drickson,  Vivien  Eliza  Hendrickson  and 
John  Thomas  Jones,  Jr.,  a  partnership, 
d/b  as  The  Delsea  Broadcasters,  Pitman- 
Glassboro,  New  Jersey,  Docket  No.  11428, 
File  No.  BP-9431;  for  construction 
permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C„  in  the  4th  day  of 
January  1956; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  (1)  a  petition  filed  July  15, 
1955,  by  Baltimore  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  licensee  of  Station  WCBM, 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  for  enlargement  of 
issues,  and  (2)  opposition  to  subject  pe¬ 
tition  filed  July  26,  1955,  by  The  Delsea 
Broadcasters; 

It  appearing  that  the  petitioner  seeks 
an  enlargement  of  issues  to  inquire  into 
the  interference  the  proposed  operation 
of  The  Delsea  Broadcasters 1  would  cause 
to  Station  WCBM  within  a  part  of  its 
alleged  interference-free  service  area 
which  is  located  beyond  its  normally 
protected  contour;  the  area  and  popu¬ 
lation  affected  thereby  and  the  other 
services  available  thereto;  the  nature  of 
program  service  provided  by  station  to 
the  area  of  interference;  and  the  effect 
of  interference  on  the  operation  of 
Station  WCBM  from  an  economic 
standpoint; 

It  further  appearing  that  in  support 
of  its  contention,  the  petitioner  alleges 
that  the  ability  of  Station  WCBM  to 
deliver  advertising  messages  to  the  large 
audience  located  within  its  interference- 
free  service  area  is  the  primary  factor 
enabling  the  station  to  obtain  commer- 
ciol  sponsors  for  its  programs  and  to 
derive  revenue  from  the  sale  of  an¬ 
nouncements  and  advertisements;  and 
that  a  decrease  in  the  number  of  its 
actual  and  potential  listeners  resulting 
from  new  interference  will  directly  im¬ 


1  The  petitioner’s  request  also  involves  the 
proposal  of  James  R.  Reese,  Jr.,  but  by 
amendment,  said  application  was  subse¬ 
quently  removed  from  this  proceeding. 
Hence,  the  request  for  inclusion  of  this  party 
in  the  issues  is  now  moot. 


pair  the  station’s  ability  to  sell  advertis¬ 
ing  and  to  derive  revenue  therefrom : 

It  further  appearing  that  The  Delsea 
Broadcasters  oppose  the  petition  for  the 
reasons  that  there  are  twenty-eight 
stations  serving  the  area  of  alleged  in¬ 
terference;  that  two  of  these  stations  and 
Stations  WCBM  are  affiliated  with  the 
same  network;  and  that  petitioner  did 
not  establish  that  Station  WCBM  is  ren¬ 
dering  unique  or  distinctive  service  to 
the  area  to  be  lost;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  inclusion  of 
the  issues  to  the  extent  hereinafter  set 
forth  will  contribute  to  the  dispositon  of 
this  proceeding: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  petition  of  Bal¬ 
timore  Broadcasting  Corporation  to  en¬ 
large  the  issues  is  granted  insofar  as  it 
is  reflected  in  the  issues  which  are  modi¬ 
fied  below,  and  the  petition,  in  all  other 
respects,  is  dismissed  as  moot;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
issues  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
are  enlarged  and  modified  as  follows: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  .  primary 
service  from  the  subject  proposed  oper¬ 
ation,  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 
tions  proposed  by  the  Delsea  Broadcast¬ 
ers  would  involve  objectionable  interfer¬ 
ence  with  Stations  WOR,  New  York  City, 
New  York;  and  WNNT,  Warsaw,  Vir¬ 
ginia;  or  any  other  existing  standard 
broadcast  station,  and,  if  so,  the  nature 
and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  affected  thereby,  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  the  station  pro¬ 
posed  by  The  Delsea  Broadcasters  would 
be  in  compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Standards  of  Good  Engineer¬ 
ing  Practice  concerning  Standard  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  with  particular  reference 
to  whether  the  transmitter  location  is 
satisfactory. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  dual  city 
operation  proposed  by  The  Delsea  Broad¬ 
casters  would  be  in  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  3,30  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

5.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  for  Pitman-Glassboro  would 
result  in  interference  to  WCBM  within 
its  interference-free  service  area  which 
extends  beyond  its  normally  protected 
contour  and,  if  so,  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  affected  thereby,  and  the  other 
services  available  to  those  areas  and 
populations. 

6.  To  determine  the  nature  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  service  provided  by  Station  WCBM 
within  its  present  interference-free  area 
and  whether  such  program  service  con¬ 
stitutes  a  unique  service  to  that  portion 
of  said  area,  if  any,  which  would  receive 
interference  from  The  Delsea  Broad¬ 
casters  operating  as  proposed. 

7.  To  determine  whether  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  loss  of  primary  service 
coverage,  if  any,  which  would  result  from 
interference  caused  to  Station  WCBM  by 
operation  of  the  station  as  proposed  by 
The  Delsea  Broadcasters  would  adversely 
affect  the  financial  status  of  Station 


WCBM  and,  as  a  result  thereof,  whether 
and  to  what  extent  the  listening  public, 
located  outside  the  interference  area 
which  may  be  created  by  The  Delsea 
Broadcasters’  proposal  and  now  receiv¬ 
ing  primary  service  from  Station  WCBM, 
would  be  deprived  of  a  program  service 
from  Station  WCBM  comparable  to  the 
service  now  broadcast  by  that  station. 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  whether  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
served  by  granting  the  application. 

The  burden  of  introduction  of  evidence 
and  the  burden  of  proof  on  Issues  5,  6 
and  7  are  placed  on  Baltimore  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation. 

Released:  January  6, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-241;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


|  Docket  No.  11462;  FCC  56-3] 

Saline  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

order  amending  issues  and  reopening 
record 

In  re  application  of  The  Saline  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc,,  Saline,  Michigan, 
Docket  No.  11462,  File  No.  BP-9407;  for 
construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  4th  day  of 
January  1956; 

The  Commission  has  before  it  for  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  filed  on 
August  11,  1955  by  WXYZ,  Inc.,  a  party 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding;  oppo¬ 
sitions  to  subject  petition  filed  on  August 
22,  1955  by  the  above-entitled  applicant 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Commission's 
Broadcast  Bureau,  respectively;  and  a 
reply  to  said  oppositions  filed  by  the  sub¬ 
ject  petitioner  on  August  29,  1955; 

It  appearing  that  the  above-entitled 
application  for  a  construction  permit  for 
a  new  standard  broadcast  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  1290  kilocycles,  with  a  power  of 
500  watts,  DA,, daytime  only,  at  Saline, 
Michigan  was  designated  for  hearing  on 
July  20,  1955  and  that  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  said  Order  seek  to  determine  (i) 
the  areas  and  populations  to  receive  pri¬ 
mary  service  from  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations;  (ii)  whether  the  operation  pro¬ 
posed  would  involve  objectionable  inter¬ 
ference  to  Station  WXYZ,  Detroit  and 
Station  WKMH,  Dearborn,  Michigan  or 
any  other  existing  standard  broadcast 
station,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  thereby  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations;  and  (iii)  whether  in  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  by  the  proposed  operation;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  reliance 
upon  §  3.24  (b)  of  the  Commission's 
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Rules,1  the  subject  petition  requests  en¬ 
largement  of  issues  as  follows: 

“To  determine  the  program  service 
presently  available  to  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive  pri¬ 
mary  service  from  the  operation  of  the 
proposed  station,  the  program  service 
proposed  to  be  rendered  by  the  applicant 
to  said  areas  and  populations,  and  the 
need  for  said  proposed  program  service 
in  the  light  of  the  program  services 
presently  available. 

“To  determine,  with  particular  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  areas  of  objectionable  inter¬ 
ference  to  Stations  WXYZ,  Detroit, 
Michigan,  WKMH,  Dearborn,  Michigan, 
or  any  other  existing  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station,  the  program  services  pres¬ 
ently  available  to  such  areas  from  the 
stations  interferred  with  and  from  other 
stations,  the  program  service  proposed 
to  be  rendered  to  such  areas  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  and  whether  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  substitution  of 
program  services  which  would  be  in¬ 
volved;”  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  issues  as 
specified  in  the  subject  Order  of  Desig¬ 
nation  do  not  presently  contemplate  ad¬ 
mission  of  evidence  as  to  whether  the 
need  for  the  proposed  service  outweighs 
the  need  for  the  services  rendered  by 
stations  WXYZ  and  WKMH  that  may  be 
lost  by  reason  of  interference ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  information  concerning  the 
type  and  character  of  program  services 
proposed  and  the  program  services  avail¬ 
able  in  the  area  of  interference  from 
stations  WXYZ  and  WKMH,  the  exist¬ 
ence  and  extent  of  the  need  for  the  type 
and  character  of  program  services  pro¬ 
posed  or  presently  rendered  by  these 
stations  in  the  area  of  interference  can¬ 
not  properly  be  determined;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  petitioner 
accepts  the  burden  of  proceeding  with 
the  introduction  of  evidence  insofar  as 
a  showing  of  its  own  program  service  is 
concerned;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  was 
held  on  October  6,  1955  and  the  record 
was  closed  on  the  same  date; 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  subject  peti¬ 
tion  is  granted  in  part,  to  the  extent 
indicated  below;  in  all  other  respects  it 
is  denied; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
set  forth  in  the  Order  of  July  20,  1955 
herein  are  amended  by  renumbering  the 
present  Issue  3  to  Issue  4  and  by  insert¬ 
ing  the  following  as  a  new  Issue  3: 

“3.  To  determine  the  type  and  char¬ 
acter  of  program  services  presently 
rendered  by  Station  WXYZ,  Detroit, 
Michigan  and  WKMH,  Dearborn,  Michi¬ 
gan,  the  type  and  character  of  program 
service  proposed  to  be  rendered  by  the 
applicant  and  whether  the  services  of 


1  Section  3.24  as  pertinent  provides:  “An 
authorization  for  a  new  standard  broadcast 
station  *  *  *  will  be  issued  only  after  a 
satisfactory  showing  has  been  made  •  *  *: 

(a)  *  •  * 

(b)  that  objectionable  interference  will 
not  be  caused  to  existing  stations  or  that  if 
interference  will  be  caused  the  need  for  the 
proposed  service  outweighs  the  need  for  the 
service  which  will  be  lost  by  reason  of  such 
interference  *  *  *.’• 
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Stations  WXYZ  and  WKMH  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  populations  and 
areas  proposed  to  lose  such  service,  if 
any.” 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  record 
herein  be  reopened;  that,  with  respect 
to  a  showing  of  their  program  services, 
the  burden  of  proceeding  with  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  evidence  under  the  new  Issue 
3  is  placed  upon  the  licensees  of  Stations 
WXYZ  and  WKMH,  respectively,  and 
that  in  all  other  respects  the  burden  of 
proof  and  the  burden  of  proceeding  with 
the  introduction  of  evidence  under  the 
new  Issue  3  is  placed  upon  the  applicant. 

Released:  January  6,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-242;  Piled,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11595;  PCC  56-8] 

Magic  Valley  Television  Corp. 

memorandum  opinion  and  order  desig¬ 
nating  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 

STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  Magic  Valley  Televi¬ 
sion  Corporation,  Twin  Falls,  Idaho 
(KHTV),  Docket  No.  11595,  File  No. 
BPCT-1953;  for  a  construction  permit 
for  a  new  television  broadcast  station. . 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  a  “Protest  and  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration”  filed  on  De¬ 
cember  9,  1955,  pursuant  to  Sections  309 
(c)  and  405  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  by  Southern  Idaho 
Broadcasting  and  Television  Company, 
permittee  of  television  Station  KLIX- 
TV  and  licensee  of  standard  broadcast 
Station  KLLX,  both  at  Twin  Falls,  Idaho, 
and  directed  against  the  Commission’s 
action  of  November  9,  1955,  granting 
without  a  hearing  the  above-entitled  ap¬ 
plication;  and  (b)  a  “Reply  To  Protest 
and  Petition  For  Reconsideration”  filed 
on  December  20,  1955,  by  Magic  Valley 
Television,  Inc.  (Magic  Valley). 

2.  On  November  9,  1955,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  granted  the  above-named  applicant 
a  permit  to  construct  a  new  television 
broadcast  station  on  Channel  13  at  Twin 
Falls,  Idaho.  Sixty  percent  of  appli¬ 
cant’s  stock  is  owned  by  KIDO,  Inc.,  li¬ 
censee  of  television  Station  KIDO-TV 
and  AM  Station  KIDO,  Boise,  Idaho.  In 
its  application,  the  applicant  stated 
that: 

In  summary.  It  is  proposed  that  at  the  out¬ 
set  approximately  7 y2  hours  per  week  will 
be  originated  by  live  camera  and  live  local 
film  in  the  studio  of  the  proposed  new  sta¬ 
tion;  approximately  25  hours  per  week  will 
be  originated  by  film  at  the  studios  of  the 
proposed  new  station;  and  approximately  20 
hours  will  be  fed  from  KIDO-TV,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

3.  In  its  Protest  and  Petition,  protes- 
tant  alleges,  in  substance,  that  the 
above-entitled  application  was  granted 
despite  objections  thereto  filed  by  it; 
that  Twin  Falls  with  a  population  of 
17,600  cannot  economically  support  two 
local  television  stations;  that  Magic 


Valley  will  be  in  direct  competition  with 
Protestant  for  advertising;  that  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  proposed  duplication  of  pro¬ 
grams  of  KIDO-TV,  “it  will  be  feasible 
for  the  Magic  Valley  station  and  KIDO- 
TV  to  be  sold  on  a  package  or  combina¬ 
tion  basis  to  the  direct  injury”  of 
Protestant;  that  protestant’s  AM  Station 
KLIX  will  suffer  economic  injury  due  to 
the  loss  of  advertising  dollars;  and  that 
protestant  is  a  party  in  interest  and  a 
person  aggrieved  within  the  meaning  of 
sections  309  (c)  and  405  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act. 

4.  Protestant  further  alleges,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  that  Magic  Valley’s  proposal  “is 
so  uncertain,  unrealistic  and  replete  with 
internal  inconsistencies  as  to  be  totally 
unreliable”;  that  the  inconsistencies  as 
to  Magic  Valley’s  program  proposals  re¬ 
late  to  errors  in  its  log  analysis,  in  its 
classification  of  programs,  in  its  desig¬ 
nation  of  live  originations  and  in  its  com¬ 
putation  of  program  duplications;  that 
Magic  Valley’s  staff  proposals  are  inade¬ 
quate  and  that  it  has  failed  to  give  the 
Commission  any  assurance  that  it  would 
be  able  to  originate  substantial  numbers 
of  programs  locally;  that  it  has  misrep¬ 
resented  the  condition  of  the  road  to  its 
studio  outside  of  Twin  Falls;  that  the 
proposed  studio  site  “would  be  so  incon¬ 
venient  as  to  render  it  impracticable  to 
get  any  sizable  group  of  people  to  the 
site  during  substantial  periods  of  the 
year;  that  “the  satellite  type  of  opera¬ 
tion  proposed  by  Magic  Valley  will  seri¬ 
ously  jeopardize  the  ability  of  KLIX-TV, 
Twin  Falls’  only  truly  local  medium  of 
television  expression,  to  continue  to  op¬ 
erate”  and  to  “maintain  its  present  staff 
and  its  present  high  quality  program¬ 
ming”;  that  protestant’s  primary  eco¬ 
nomic  support  comes  from  Twin  Falls 
proper;  that  KLIX-TV  receives  substan¬ 
tial  competition  from  KBOI,  Boise  and 
KID-TV,  Idaho  Falls;  that  during  the 
most  recent  month  for  which  figures  are 
available,  KLIX-TV  grossed  only  $18,- 
736.10  while  its  operational  expense 
amounted  to  $18,297.67;  that  if  any  sub¬ 
stantial  amount  of  revenue  is  diverted  to 
Magic  Valley,  KLIX-TV  “will  be  forced 
to  curtail  its  activities  or  to  run  at  a 
loss”;  that  protestant  has  placed  reliance 
on  supporting  studies  made  by  industry 
experts;  and  that  all  of  protestant’s  ef¬ 
forts  to  operate  KLIX-TV  as  a  local  out¬ 
let  in  the  public  interest  will  be  seriously 
threatened  if  Magic  Valley  is  allowed  to 
build  its  proposed  station.  Finally,  pro¬ 
testant  requests  that  the  above-entitled 
application  be  designated  for  hearing  on 
issues  specified  in  the  protest;  that  the 
burden  of  proof  be  placed  on  Magic  Val¬ 
ley;  and  that  the  effective  date  of  the 
above  grant  be  postponed. 

5.  The  issues  specified  by  protestant 
are  as  follows: 

1.  To  determine  the  actual  extent  to  which 
Magic  Valley  will  originate  programs  at  its 
proposed  studio-transmitter  site,  and  the 
extent  to  which  it  will  operate  as  a  satellite 
of  Station  KIDO-TV  at  Boise,  Idaho. 

2.  To  determine  the  actual  number  of 
hours  which  applicant  will  devote  to  the 
various  types  of  programs  as  classified  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Commission’s  definitions. 

.  3.  To  determine  the  adequacy  of  Maglo 
Valley’s  staff  to  carry  out  its  proposed  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
the  staffs  of  stations  KIDO-TV  and  KTFI 
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will  be  available  to  assist  the  applicant  In 
its  operations. 

4.  To  determine  whether  applicant  has 
misrepresented  the  adequacy  of  the  road 
from  Twin  Palls  to  its  studio-transmitter 
site,  and  whether  such  site  is  reasonably 
accessible. 

5.  To  determine  whether  Twin  Palls  can 
support  both  the  proposed  station  and  sta¬ 
tion  KLIX-TV  and 

(a)  if  not,  whether  grant  of  the  Magic 
Valley  application  will  Jeopardize  the  con¬ 
tinued  existence  of  local  television  service 
in  the  Twin  Palls  area;  and 

(b)  if  both  stations  can  survive,  whether 
the  television  service  to  be  received  from 
the  two  stations  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  of  inferior  quality  as  a  result  of  neither 
station  receiving  adequate  revenue. 

6.  To  determine  whether  misstatements 
contained  in  the  application  of  Magic  Valley 
as  amended  show  that  the  applicant’s  assur¬ 
ances  cannot  be  relied  upon  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

7.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
on  the  foregoing  issues,  whether  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
served  by  a  grant  of  the  above-entitled  appli¬ 
cation. 

6.  In  its  “Reply,”  Magic  Valley  alleges, 
in  substance,  that  it  does  not  deny  that 
protestant  is  a  “party  in  interest”  under 
Section  309  (c)  of  the  Communications 
Act;  that  protestant  has  not  alleged  with 
particularity  any  facts  which  support  the 
inclusion  of  issue  “(1)”  that  protestant 
has  failed  to  allege  anything  in  support 
of  issue  “(2)”  which  may  “reasonably 
be  regarded  as  an  ‘articulated  statement 
of  some  fact  or  situation  which  would 
tend  to  show,  if  established  at  a  hearing, 
that  the  grant  of  the  license  contravened 
public  interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity,  or  that  the  licensee  was  technically 
*  *  *  unqualified,  contrary  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  initial  finding’  that  with  re¬ 
spect  to  issue  “(3)”,  the  inadequacy  of 

’  proposed  staffing  is  not  a  factor  which  if 
proved  would  tend  to  show  that  grant  of 
the  permit  contravened  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  that  no  objection  is  raised  to  is¬ 
sues  “(4)  ”  and  “(5)  ”;  that  no  basis  exists 
for  a  hearing  on  issue  “(6)”  because 
“even  if  it  were  established  that  certain 
specific  films  are  now  used  on  an  exclu¬ 
sive  basis  by  KLIX-TV,  it  would  not  tend 
to  show  that  a  grant  to  KHTV  should 
not  be  made”;  and  that  the  burden  of 
proof  should  be  on  the  protestant. 

7.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
testant  is  the  permittee  of  a  television 
station  and  the  licensee  of  a  standard 
broadcast  station,  both  in  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho ;  that  said  stations  and  the  station 
proposed  by  Magic  Valley  Television 
Corporation  will  compete  for  advertising 
revenues;  and  that  protestant  has  alleged 
that  it  will  suffer  economic  injury  as  a 
result  of  the  grant  complained  of,  we 
find  the  protestant  to  be  a  “party  in 
interest”  and  a  “person  aggrieved  or 
whose  interests  are  adversely  affected 
thereby”  within  the  meaning  of  Sections 
309  (c)  and  405  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended.  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  v.  Sanders 
Brothers  Radio  Station,  309  U.  S.  407. 

8.  We  find  further  that  the  facts, 
matters  and  things  relied  upon  by  the 
protestant  have  been  specified  with  suf¬ 
ficient  particularity  to  warrant  desig¬ 
nating  the  above-entitled  application  for 
hearing.  With  respect  to  issue  “5” 


above,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  the 
retention  of  this  issue  in  hearing  does 
not  constitute  a  determination  at  this 
time  that  the  competitive  effect  of  Magic 
Valley’s  proposed  station  on  protestant’s 
stations  is  a  relevant  consideration. 
This  question  will  be  determined  at  the 
hearing.  The  protestant’s  issue  “6”  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  repetition,  generally 
phrased,  of  the  first  four  issues.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  Section  309  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  provides  that  a  pro¬ 
test  “shall  not  include  issues  or  allega¬ 
tions  phrased  generally”,  and  because 
the  matters  sought  to  be  raised  by  such 
issue  are  included  in  the  first  four  issues 
and  issue  "7”  issue  “6”  as  specified  by  the 
protestant  will  not  be  included  in  the 
hearing  order  hereinafter  adopted. 

9.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
ordered.  That,  effective  immediately,  the 
effective  date  of  the  grant  of  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  postponed  pend¬ 
ing  a  final  determination  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  respect  to  the  protest  of 
Southern  Idaho  Broadcasting  and  Tele¬ 
vision  Company;  that  the  petition  for 
reconsideration  herein  is  granted  to  the 
extent  provided  for  below  and  is  denied 
in  all  other  respects;  and  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  309  (c)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  designated  for 
hearing  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  following 
issues: 

(a)  To  determine  the  actual  extent  to 
which  Magic  Valley  will  originate  pro¬ 
grams  at  its  proposed  studio-transmitter 
site,  and  the  extent  to  which  it  will  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  satellite  of  Station  KIDO-TV  at 
Boise,  Idaho. 

(b)  To  determine  the  actual  number  . 
of  hours  which  applicant  will  devote  to 
the  various  types  of  programs  as  classi¬ 
fied  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
definitions. 

(c)  To  determine  the  adequacy  of 
Magic  Valley’s  staff  to  carry  out  its  pro¬ 
posed  programming,  and  the  extent,  if 
any,  to  which  the  staffs  of  stations 
KIDO-TV  and  KTFI  will  be  available  to 
assist  the  applicant  in  its  operations. 

(d)  To  determine  whether  applicant 
has  misrepresented  the  adequacy  of  the 
road  from  Twin  Falls  to  its  studio-trans¬ 
mitter  site,  and  whether  such  site  is 
reasonably  accessible. 

(e)  To  determine  whether  Twin  Falls 
can  support  both  the  proposed  station 
and  station  KLIX-TV,  and 

(i)  if  not,  whether  grant  of  the  Magic 
Valley  application  will  jeopardize  the 
continued  existence  of  local  television 
service  in  the  Twin  Falls  area ;  and 

(ii)  if  both  stations  can  survive, 
whether  the  television  service  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  two  stations  may  reason¬ 
ably  be  expected  to  be  of  inferior  quality 
as  a  result  of  neither  station  receiving 
adequate  revenue. 

(f)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  foregoing  issues,  whether 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  will  be  served  by  a  grant  of  the 
above-entitled  application. 

The  burden  of  proof  as  to  each  of  the 
above  issues  shall  be  on  the  protestant. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
testant  and  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau 


are  hereby  made  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  herein  and  that: 

(a)  The  hearing  on  the  above  issues 
shall  commence  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  Janu¬ 
ary  23,  1956,  before  an  Examiner  to  be 
specified  by  the  Commission; 

(b)  The  parties  to  the  proceeding 
herein  shall  have  (15)  days  after  the 
issuance  of  the  Examiner’s  decision  to 
file  exceptions  thereto  and  seven  (7)  days 
thereafter  to  file  replies  to  any  such 
exceptions;  and 

(c)  The  appearances  by  the  parties 
intending  to  participate  in  the  above 
hearing  shall  be  filed  not  later  than 
January  16,  1956. 

Adopted:  January  4,  1956. 

Released:  January  6,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  56-243;  Piled,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


|  Docket  No.  11596;  FCC  56-9] 

Loyd  Frame 

memorandum  opinion  and  order  desig¬ 
nating  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 
STATED  ISSUES 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Loyd  Frame,  Bakersfield,  California, 
Docket  No.  11596,  File  No.  1932-C2-P-55; 
for  a  construction  permit  to  establish  a 
new  two-way  common  carrier  station  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  in  Bakersfield,  California. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  (l)  a 
protest  timely  filed  on  December  5,  1955 
by  Kay  Kelso  Kidd,  licensee  of  station 
KMA257,  a  two-way  facility  in  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service 
at  Bakersfield,  California,  pursuant  to 
Section  309  (c)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  protesting  the 
Commission’s  action  of  November  2,  1955 
(announced  November  7,  1955),  grant¬ 
ing  without  hearing  the  above-indicated 
application  of  Loyd  Frame;  and  (2)  a 
motion  to  strike  protest  and  partial  op¬ 
position  to  protest,  filed  by  Frame  on 
December  15,  1955. 

Kidd’s  Protest 

2.  Kidd  alleges,  in  summary,  that  the 
grant  of  the  Frame  application,  and  the 
operation  of  the  proposed  radio  facility, 
will  result  in  the  addition  of  another 
commercial  two-way  mobile  service  in 
the  Bakersfield  area;  that  he  has  been 
operating  a  facility  in  Bakersfield  for 
the  past  7  years  at  a  deficit;  that  compe¬ 
tition  will  most  seriously  and  adversely 
affect  his  revenues  and  potential,  as  well 
as  his  ability  to  survive;  that  he  is  en¬ 
titled  to  protection  from  ruinous  compe¬ 
tition;  that  Frame  is  neither  financially 
nor  technically  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  his  proposed  facility;  that  the 
base  station  site  proposed  by  Frame  is 
not  available  to  him;  that  Frame  has 
made  inaccurate  or  misleading  state¬ 
ments  in  his  application  or  in  connection 
therewith. 
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3.  Kidd  requests  that  the  application 
be  designated  for  hearing  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  the  need  for  a  second 
service  at  Bakersfield,  California,  and  the 
area  and  population  which  may  be  expected 
to  receive  service  from  the  proposed  facility; 

(b)  To  determine  whether  the  Bakersfield 
area  will  provide  sufficient  revenue  to  the 
proposed  station  to  enable  it  to  operate  in 
the  public  interest; 

(c)  To  determine  whether  the  Bakersfield 
market  area  will  provide  sufficient  revenue 
to  permit  Protestant  to  continue  to  operate 
in  the  public  interest  if  Applicant’s  station 
is  added  to  that  market; 

(d)  To  determine  whether  the  revenue 
potential  of  the  Bakersfield  area  market  is 
such  that,  if  Applicant’s  station  is  placed 
in  operation,  both  Applicant  and  Protestant 
will  be  forced  out  of  business  and  will  fail 
for  lack  of  revenues  with  the  result  that  the 
public  at  Bakersfield  will  be  without  a 
local  two-way  mobile  radio  communication 
service; 

(e)  To  determine  whether  Applicant, 
Loyd  Frame,  is  financially  and  technically 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  the  pro¬ 
posed  station; 

(f)  To  determine  whether  any  misrepre¬ 
sentations  have  been  made  in  the  above- 
captioned  application;. 

(g)  To  determine  whether  Applicant  se¬ 
lected  a  fictitious  site  for  its  proposed  station 
and  made  no  effort  to  ascertain  whether  the 
proposed  site  is  or  would  be  available  and, 
therefore,  filed  a  misleading  application  with 
the  Commission; 

(h)  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  issues 
whether  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  served  by  a  grant  of  the 
above  captioned  application. 

4.  Additionally,  Kidd  requests  that, 
pending  a  determination  on  the  protest, 
the  Commission  stay  the  effective  date 
of  the  grant  to  Frame. 

Opposition  to  the  Protest 

5.  The  motion  to  strike  the  protest  and 
partial  opposition,  filed  by  Frame  on 
December  15, 1955,  suggests  that  the  pro¬ 
test  be  stricken  because  it  is  not  “signed” 
by  counsel  for  Kidd  and  because  the 
text  thereof  is  single  spaced.  The  first 
defect  is  said  to  be  in  violation  of  §  1.765 
of  our  rules  and  the  second  is  said  to  be 
in  violation  of  §  1.762  of  our  rules.  We 
do  not  regard  either  of  these  conten¬ 
tions  as  substantial  or  controlling.  The 
protest  is  signed  with  the  signature  of  the 
Protestant  and  is  duly  verified  by  him. 
This  alone  is  enough  to  validate  the 
pleading.  Accordingly,  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  decide  whether  a  pleading  bear¬ 
ing  the  typed  name  of  counsel  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  “signed”  to  satisfy  the  cited  rule. 
The  single  spacing  of  the  document  is  not 
a  defect  of  substance,  but  only  of  form. 

6.  Frame  concedes  that  Kidd  is  a  party 
in  interest  and  that  a  hearing  must  be 
held,  but  Frame  disagrees  with  the  issues 
proposed  by  Kidd  and  suggests  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issues  as  appropriate: 

(1)  To  determine  the  need  for  a  second 
service  at  Bakersfield,  California; 

(2)  To  determine  whether  the  Bakersfield 
area  will  provide  sufficient  revenue  to  the 
proposed  station  to  enable  it  to  promote  the 
public  interest; 

(3)  To  determine  whether  protestant  has 
operated  in  the  public  interest,  and  has 
sought  diligently  to  encourage  the  maximum 
use  of  its  facilities  by  the  public,  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  able  to  obtain  enough 


revenue  to  continue  to  do  so  if  applicant’s 
station  is  added  to  the  market; 

(4)  To  determine  whether  Applicant  is 
financially  qualified  to  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate  the  proposed  station; 

(5)  To  determine  whether  applicant  se¬ 
lected  a  fictitious  site  for  its  proposed  station 
and  therefore  filed  a  misleading  application 
with  the  Commission. 

(6)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  issues, 
whether  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  served  by  a  grant  of  the 
above  captioned  application. 

7.  Disposition  of  the  Protest.  It  is 
clear  that  Kidd  has  standing  to  protest 
and  has  alleged  the  basis  for  a  hearing 
under  Section  309  (c)  of  our  Act.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  have  carefully  reviewed  the 
issues  proposed  by  both  parties  hereto. 
There  is  substantial  similarity  as  to  the 
essence  of  the  respective  issues  proposed 
by  the  parties.  However,  it  is  desirable 
to  re-word  the  suggested  issues  in  terms 
which  we  believe  clearly  call  forth  a 
determination  of  the  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial  matters  to  be  considered,  and  to 
eliminate  those  which  we  think  are  not 
pertinent.  Accordingly,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  intent  of  Congress  with  respect 
to  the  implementation  of  Section  309  (c) 
of  our  Act,  we  shall  designate  this  matter 
for  hearing  upon  the  following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  the  nature  and  extent 
of  service  rendered  by  Kidd,  including  the 
rates,  charges,  practices,  classifications,  regu¬ 
lations  and  facilities  pertaining  thereto. 

(2)  To  determine  the  nature  and  extent 
of  service  proposed  by  Frame,  including  the 
rates,  charges,  practices,  classifications,  regu¬ 
lations  and  facilities  pertaining  thereto. 

(3)  To  determine  the  area  and  population 
presently  covered  by  the  service  offered  by 
Kidd. 

(4)  To  determine  the  area  and  population 
proposed  to  be  covered  by  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  Frame. 

(5)  To  determine  the  need  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  additional  service  in  the  area  served 
by  Kidd  and  the  nature  and  extent  of  any 
benefits  to  the  public  which  will  accrue  be¬ 
cause  of  Frame’s  proposed  service. 

(6)  To  determine  whether  any  disadvan¬ 
tages  to  the  public  will  accrue  because  of 
Frame’s  proposed  service. 

(7)  To  determine  whether  Frame  is  tech¬ 
nically  and  financially  qualified  to  construct 
and  operate  the  proposed  station. 

(8)  To  determine  whether  Frame  has 
made  any  misrepresentations  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  the  subject  application  with  re¬ 
gard  to  his  proposed  antenna  site. 

(9)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  issues, 
whether  the  public  interest,  convenience  or 
necessity  will  be  served  by  a  grant  of  the 
subject  application. 

8.  Accordingly ,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
effective  date  of  the  Commission’s  action 
of  November  2, 1955,  granting  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  postponed  pending 
a  final  decision  by  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  evidentiary  hearing  herein¬ 
after  provided ;  and 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
above-entitled  application  is  designated 
for  hearing,  upon  the  issues  specified  in 
paragraph  7  above,  to  be  held  at  the 
Commission’s  offices  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  on  the  26th  day  of  January,  1956 
at  10:00  A.  M.  before  Examiner  Jay  A. 
Kyle;  and 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  since 
the  matters  involved  in  issues  2,  4,  5,  7 
and  9  are  within  the  knowledge  of  the 


applicant,  these  issues  are  being  adopted 
by  the  Commission  and  the  burden  of 
proof  is  placed  upon  the  applicant,  and 
the  burden  of  proof  upon  issues  1,  3,  6 
and  8  is  placed  upon  protestant  and 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  Kay 
Kelso  Kidd  and  the  Chief,  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau,  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding  herein;  and 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
parties  desiring  to  participate  herein 
shall  file  an  appearance  not  later  than 
January  16,  1956. 

Adopted:  January  4,  1956. 

Released:  January  6,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-244;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8: 49 -a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  11600;  FCC  56-20] 

Twin-City  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATION  FOR 
HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Twin-City  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana,  Docket  No.  11600,  File  No. 
BP-10032;  for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  4th  day  of 
January  1956; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-entitled  application  of 
the  Twin-City  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  for  a  construction  permit  for  a  new 
standard  broadcast  station  to  operate  on 
1300  kilocycles  with  a  power  of  one  kilo¬ 
watt,  daytime  only,  at  Shreveport,  Louis¬ 
iana;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is  le¬ 
gally,  technically,  financially  and  other 
wise  qualified,  except  as  may  appear  from 
the  issues  specified  below,  to  operate  its 
proposed  station,  but  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  may  involve  interference  with  Sta¬ 
tion  KVHL,  Homer,  Louisiana  (1320  kc, 
1  kw.  Day) ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicant  was  advised  by  letter  dated  No¬ 
vember  2,  1955,  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiency  and  that  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  filed  a  timely  reply  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  letter;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  a  letter 
dated  November  30,  1955,  Station  KVHL 
opposed  a  grant  of  the  subject  applica¬ 
tion  on  the  ground  of  the  above-described 
interference;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary ; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  application 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
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place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues : 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lation  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  proposed  operation,  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  would  involve  objectionable 
interference  with  Station  KVHL,  Homer, 
Louisiana,  or  any  other  existing  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  station,  and,  if  so,  the 
nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and 
populations  affected  thereby  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  in  the  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  a  grant  of  the  subject  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Clai¬ 
borne  Broadcasting  Corporation,  licen¬ 
see  of  Station  KVHL,  Homer,  Louisiana, 
is  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

Released:  January  6,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-245;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m  ] 


[Docket  No.  11601;  FSS  56-241 

Euchee  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 

(WDSP) 

MEMORANDUM  OPINION  AND  ORDER  DESIG¬ 
NATING  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 

STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  W.  D.  Douglass, 
tr/as  Euchee  Valley  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  (WDSP),  De  Funiak  Springs,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Docket  No.  11601,  File  No.  BP-10045; 
for  construction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
“Protest  and  Petition  for  Other  Relief” 
filed  on  December  9,  1955  by  C.  W.  Ma- 
poles,  tr/as  Walton  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  permittee  of  Station  WFNM,  De 
Funiak  Springs,  Florida  (1460  kc,  1  kw, 
daytime  only),  pursuant  to  sections  309 
(c)  and  405  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  directed  to  the 
Commission’s  action  of  November  9,  1955 
in  granting  without  hearing  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  W.  D.  Douglass,  tr/as  Euchee 
Valley  Broadcasting  Company,  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  (WDSP)  to  operate  on 
1280  kilocycles  with  a  power  of  5  kilo¬ 
watts,  daytime  only,  at  De  Funiak 
Springs,  Florida;  an  “Opposition  filed  on 
December  27,  1955,  by  Euchee  Valley 
Broadcasting  Company  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  WDSP) ;  and  a  “Reply  to 
Opposition”  filed  on  January  4,  1956  by 
the  Walton  Broadcasting  Company. 

2.  The  protestant  (hereinafter  refer¬ 
red  to  as  WFNM)  claims  that  it  is  a 
“party  in  interest”  and  a  “person  ag¬ 
grieved  or  whose  interests  are  adversely 
affected”  within  the  meaning  of  Sections 
309  (c)  and  405,  respectively,  because  it 
is  permittee  of  Station  WFNM  in  De 
Funiak  Springs,  Florida,  where  Station 
WDSP  proposes  to  operate  and  where 
both  stations  will  be  competing  for  ad- 


NOTICES 

vertising  revenue.  In  support  of  its  Pro¬ 
test  and  Petition  For  Reconsideration 
WFNM  alleges  that  the  permittee  of 
WDSP  is  not  legally  and  financially 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  the 
said  station  and  that  the  De  Funiak 
Springs,  Florida,  market  cannot  support 
two  radio  stations.  It  is  alleged  by 
WFNM  that  WDSP’s  financial  arrange¬ 
ments  with  the  Fisher  Hardware  Com¬ 
pany,  Jernigan  Construction  Company 
and  the  First  National  Bank  of  Crest- 
view  for.  $19,750  in  loans  and  $15,000  in 
construction  credit  respectively  are 
nullities;  that  “Mr.  Stinson,  who  signed 
the  said  letter,  will  testify  at  the  hearing, 
if  called  upon  to  do  so,  that  Fisher  Hard¬ 
ware  will  not  build  said  studio  structure, 
and  that  said  letter  was  intended  merely 
to  be  an  estimate  of  cost  of  construc¬ 
tion”;  that  W.  D.  Douglass  failed  to 
show  his  income  for  the  past  two  years 
after  Federal  taxes  as  required  by  FCC 
Form  301;  that  if  Douglass  sold  all  his 
remaining  assets  he  would  be  $3,000 
short  of  construction  costs;  that  Doug¬ 
lass  claims  ownership  of  5  parcels  of 
real  property  when  in  fact  he  owns 
only  one  individually,  one  jointly  with 
his  wife  and  none  of  the  other  three ;  that 
Douglass  claims  ownership  of  100  shares 
of  stock  of  the  First  National  Bank  of 
Crestview  when  in  fact  he  has  only  sub¬ 
scribed  to  25  shares;  that  Douglass 
claimed  to  have  $6,500  on  deposit  in  ac¬ 
counts  in  the  Cawthon  State  Bank  and 
the  First  National  Bank  of  Crestview  but 
that  the  latter  was  not  and  is  not  in 
existence;  that  Douglass  claims  to  own 
three  automobiles  but  has  been  observed 
to  have  only  two;  that  Douglass  disclosed 
only  one  outstanding  mortgage  when  in 
fact  there  are  five  others;  that  Douglass 
listed  liabilities  of  $2,500  when  in  fact  he 
has  $2,865.04  additionally  in  judgments 
and  liens  against  him  and  has  three 
damage  cases  pending  against  him  for  an 
aggregate  of  $1,265.15;  that  the  judg¬ 
ment  books  of  Okaloosa  and  Walton 
Counties  in  Florida  show  satisfaction  of 
over  15  other  judgments  against  Douglass 
in  the  past  three  years;  that  Douglass 
claims  $2,000  annual  income  from  news 
reporting  when  in  fact  he  averages  only 
$25  monthly  from  the  Pensacola  News- 
Journal  and  has  not  sold  any  stories  to 
the  said  newspaper  in  the  last  six 
months;  that  the  value  placed  by  Doug¬ 
lass  on  his  real  estate  is  grossly  in  excess 
of  the  true  market  value;  that  Douglass 
indicated  ownership  in  a  radio  station, 
and  if  it  is  WCNU,  Crestview,  Florida,  by 
which  he  is  currently  employed  as  a  news 
specialist,  duopoly  would  obtain  under 
§  3.35  of  the  Commission’s  Rules;  that 
Douglass  made  misrepresentations  to  the 
Commission  in  the  above  matters  and 
also  stated  in  his  application  that  he  had 
no  outstanding  unsatisfied  judgments 
against  him  when  in  fact  he  has  six 
judgments  and  5  tax  liens  unsatisfied  of 
record,  and  he  submitted  a  letter  of 
credit  from  a  bank  which  he  as  a  stock¬ 
holder  knew  had  not  been  duly  incorpo¬ 
rated.  Furthermore,  attached  to 
WFNM’s  above-described  pleading  is  an 
economic  survey  purporting  to  show  that 
two  radio  stations  could  not  operate  in 
De  Funiak  Springs,  Florida,  without  one 
or  both  providing  inadequate  service  or 
failing  financially.  WFNM  requests 


that  the  grant  of  the  construction  permit 
for  WDSP  be  set  aside,  its  application 
designated  for  hearing  and  WFNM  made 
a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

3.  In  WDSP’s  “Motion  To  Dismiss” 
WFNM’s  Protest,  it  is  contended  that 
“The  Protest  was  not  filed  within  the  30 
day  period  allowed  by  law”  because  it 
was  sworn  to  before  a  Notary  Public  in 
Milton,  Florida,  on  December  8, 1955,  and 
“It  would  be  impossible  to  file  a  protest 
in  Washington  before  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  the  day  following,  which  day,  De¬ 
cember  9,  1955,  was  the  last  day  for  filing 
any  protest  concerning  the  Douglass 
grant.”  It  is  also  contended  that  service 
of  the  Protest  was  certified  to  by  a  secre¬ 
tary  in  the  offices  of  the  protestant’s  at¬ 
torney;  that  she  certified  the  mailing 
took  place  on  December  9, 1955;  and  that 
this  fact  indicates  that  no  attorney  was 
available  to  certify  said  mailing  and  the 
mailing  necessarily  occurred  after  the 
close  of  business  on  December  9,  1955. 
WDSP  claims  that  a  copy  of  the  Protest 
was  not  received  until  after  the  close  of 
business  on  December  15,  1955,  by  Doug¬ 
lass  or  his  legal  counsel. 

4.  In  its  opposition  WDSP  states  that 
it  “has  shown  by  affidavit  and  by  expla¬ 
nation  that  the  protest  filed  is  a  sham; 
it  is  a  deceiving  and  vicious  conglomera¬ 
tion  of  untruths  and  half  truths.” 
WDSP  challenges  the  truth  of  the  protes¬ 
tant’s  statement  that  Mr.  Stinson  would 
testify  that  Fisher  Hardware  would 
not  construct  the  WDSP  studio  building 
by  submitting  an  affidavit  by  Mr.  Stin¬ 
son  in  which  he  stated,  “*  *  *  this  state¬ 
ment  reflects  a  glaring  mistake  as  Fisher 
Hardware  Co.  would  have  constructed 
the  building  for  Mr.  Douglass  had  not 
Mr.  Douglass  made  a  more  satisfactory 
arrangement  for  location  of  his  studios, 
and  if  called  upon  to  testify  at  a  hearing, 
I  could  not  in  good  conscience  testify 
along  the  line  as  the  protest  suggests.” 
WDSP  challenges  the  truth  of  the  prot¬ 
estant’s  statement  that  Douglass  does 
not  own  100  shares  of  stock  in  the  First 
National  Bank,  Crestview,  Florida,  by 
submitting  an  affidavit  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  said  bank 
in  which  he  states  that  Mr.  Douglass 
owns  100  shares  in  the  bank  for  which 
he  paid  $4,286,  that  the  bank’s  records 
reflect  the  payments  were  made  on  July 
14  and  August  5, 1955  and  that  the  money 
is  on  deposit  in  the  Merchant’s  National 
Bank,  Mobile,  Alabama.  WDSP  brands 
as  a  “malicious  lie”  the  protestant’s 
statement  that  the  judgment  books  of 
Okaloosa  and  Walton  Counties,  Florida 
“show  satisfaction  of  in  excess  of  fifteen 
other  judgments  against  said  Douglass 
within  the  past  three  years”  and  WDSP 
declares  that  there  have  been  no  judg¬ 
ments  or  satisfactions  of  judgments 
against  Douglass  in  the  past  three  years. 
WDSP  brands  as  “false”  Exhibit  1  by  the 
protestant  in  which  James  E.  Carroll, 
manager  of  the  Gulf  Land  and  Title  Cor¬ 
poration,  set  forth  findings  of  a  search 
of  the  records  as  to  Mr.  Douglass’s  real 
property  and  as  a  result  of  which  the 
protestant  declared  that  Douglass,  indi¬ 
vidually,  owned  only  one  of  the  five  par¬ 
cels  of  property  which  Douglass  listed  in 
his  application.  In  refutation  of  the  said 
Exhibit  1,  WDSP  submitted  an  affidavit 
by  R.  J.  Reinke,  President  and  Manager 
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of  the  Okaloosa  County  Abstract  Co.,  who 
states  that  James  E.  Carroll  was  formerly 
employed  by  the  Okaloosa  County  Ab¬ 
stract  Co.  and  that  in  1952  Mr.  Carroll 
and  Mr.  Reinke  investigated  the  records 
of  Okaloosa  County  in  connection  with 
title  insurance  for  a  loan  from  Gulf  Life 
Insurance  Co.  to  Mr.  Douglass;  and  that 
the  title  insurance  was  issued  after  it 
was  determined  that  certain  obligations 
by  Mr.  Douglass  had  been  met.  Mr. 
Reinke  continues  in  his  affidavit : 

I  have  examined  Exhibit  1  of  the  protest 
filed  with  the  F.  C.  C.  against  the  granting 
of  a  construction  permit  for  a  radio  station 
in  De  Funiak  Springs,  Florida,  to  Mr.  Doug¬ 
lass  and  find  a  number  of  items  listed  that 
we  determined  in  1952  that  were  satisfied 
but  that  satisfactions  were  not  recorded,  and 
Mr.  James  E.  Carroll,  who  is  alleged  to  have 
made  the  title  search,  had  actual  personal 
knowledge  of  the  satisfactions,  gained 
through  his  employment  with  our  company; 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  determined  that  all 
existing  obligations  of  record  were  satisfied. 

Through  constant  searching  of  the  records 
of  Okaloosa  County,  Florida,  I  find  that  Mr. 
Douglass  has  legal  title  to  considerable  more 
property  than  is  shown  on  Mr.  Mapoles  Ex¬ 
hibit  1. 

I  was  approached  to  make  the  title  search 
by  Mr.  Clayton  W.  Mapoles  J Protestant]  and 
gave  him  orally  and  in  writing  the  status  of 
the  property  of  Mr.  Douglass  as  found  by  me 
in  1952,  whereupon  Mr.  Mapoles  showed  an 
evident  lack  of  interest  and  took  his  de¬ 
parture  from  my  office  without  further  delay, 
and  I  assume  he  thereafter  obtained  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  Mr.  Carroll  and  the  Gulf  Land  and 
Title  Corp. 

The  WDSP  opposition  continues,  “Even 
so  Mapoles  with  actual  knowledge  of  the 
false  picture  given  by  his  Exhibit  1, 
chose  to  file  same  and  to  withhold  the 
statement  and  certificate  given  him  by 
Reinke.  This  act  on  Mapoles’  part  shows 
the  utter  bad  faith  of  his  protest  and 
establishes  the  maliciousness  in  his  so 
doing.  This  coupled  with  the  obvious 
discrepancy  between  even  his  Exhibit  1 
and  his  allegations  in  paragraph  20  show 
with  all  the  force  of  logic  that  the  entire 
protest  is  a  dilatory,  sham  and  malicious 
act.”  WDSP  further  states,  “Nowhere 
in  his  application  did  Douglass  represent 
that  he  was  the  sole  owner  of  the  legal 
title  to  the  property,  but  as  is  customary, 
supplied  information  concerning  his 
property  which  is  given  on  financial 
statements  in  that  he  included  all  prop¬ 
erty  subject  to  his  control.  He  did  this 
on  advice  and  in  good  faith.” 

5.  The  WDSP  opposition  brands  as 
“false”  the  protestant’s  statement  that 
in  addition  to  the  one  mortgage  Douglass 
listed  in  his  application  he  had  five 
others;  and  WDSP  submitted  affidavits 
by  the  mortgagees  to  show  that  three 
were  paid,  and  it  is  stated  that  a  fourth 
was  paid  and  an  affidavit  to  that  effect 
will  be  provided  and  that  a  fifth  mort¬ 
gage  was  listed  in  Douglass’s  balance 
sheet  as  a  note.  Further,  WDSP  brands 
as  “false”  the  protestant’s  statement 
that  Douglass  has  six  judgments  against 
him  in  the  aggregate  amount  of  $1,549. 
WDSP  points  out  that  “By  protestant’s 
own  Exhibit  1,  only  three  judgments 
have  been  entered  against  Douglass 
during  his  entire  life.  Two  of  these 
judgments  as  listed  in  protestant’s  Ex¬ 
hibit  1  failed  to  show  that  Douglass  was 
merely  a  surety  on  the  indebtedness  sued 


upon.  The  other,  a  judgment  of  $61.90, 
dated  4-1-29  is  not  only  barred  by  the 
statute  of  limitations  but  was  paid  some 
15  or  more  years  ago.  (See  Exhibit  13 
[an  affidavit  by  judgment  creditor  that 
the  judgment  was  paicll ) .  *  *  *  By  an 
examination  of  protestant’s  own  exhibit, 
this  allegation  concerning  the  judgments 
falls,  as  it  should,  into  the  category  of  a 
bald-faced  untruth.”  WDSP  further 
states  that  the  tax  liens  referenced  by 
the  protestant  were  all  satisfied  in  1952 
as  affirmed  by  an  attached  affidavit  of 
R.  J.  Reinke  of  the  Okaloosa  County 
Abstract  Co.  and  Cecil  L.  Anchors,  Clerk 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Okaloosa  County; 
that  the  $2,000  Douglass  listed  as  annual 
income  from  news  reporting  is  not  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  one  newspaper  referenced  by 
the  protestant  but  that  Douglass  repre¬ 
sents  7  other  newspapers  and  agencies 
in  Alabama  and  Florida;  that  the  value 
placed  by  Douglass  on  his  real  estate  is 
not  in  excess  of  market  value  and  states 
that  the  property  he  valued  at  $20,000  is 
currently  being  negotiated  for  sale  at 
$25,000.  WDSP  denies  any  misrepre¬ 
sentation  as  to  the  existence  of  the  First 
National  Bank,  Crestview,  Florida,  and 
points  to  the  fact  that  in  his  application 
the  letter  from  Mr.  Whitman  contained 
the  statement  that  the  bank  “is  now 
being  organized,”  and  according  to  an 
affidavit  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  said  bank  it  will  open 
for  business  on  January  17, 1956.  WDSP 
denies  that  the  salary  listed  for  Douglass 
in  his  application  is  not  for  the  past  two 
years  and  after  Federal  taxes.  WDSP 
brands  as  “false”  the  protestant’s  state¬ 
ment  that  “three  cases  are  pending  of 
record  for  damages  against  said  Douglass 
in  the  aggregate  amount  of  $1,265.15” 
and  submits  an  affidavit  by  the  clerk  of 
the  Circuit  Court,  Okaloosa  County, 
Florida,  in  which  he  stated  that  under 
Florida  law  each  of  the  cases  is  subject 
to  dismissal  without  notice  for  having 
lain  dormant  over  one  year.  WDSP 
denies  the  protestant’s  allegation  that 
Douglass  does  not  have  three  cars  as 
listed  in  his  application  and  states  that 
he  not  only  has  three  cars  but  a  fourth 
which  was  not  listed  on  the  financial 
statement.  WDSP  submitted  an  affi¬ 
davit  by  Mrs.  Virginia  O’Neal  in  which 
she  stated  that  ownership  of  Station 
WCNU,  Crestview,  Florida,  is  confined 
solely  to  the  estate  of  B.  G.  O’Neal  of 
which  she  is  the  executrix,  and  that 
Douglass  has  no  interest  in  the  owner¬ 
ship  or  management  of  the  said  station. 

6.  W.  D.  Douglass  states  under  oath 
that  he  has  made  no  misrepresentations 
to  the  Commission  in  his  above-entitled 
application.  With  respect  to  the  prot¬ 
estant’s  claim  that  Douglass  is  not 
financially  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  his  proposed  station  and  could 
not  secure  necessary  credit,  WDSP  points 
out  that  “the  very  acts  which  protestant 
says  he  cannot  perform  have  been  per¬ 
formed.  The  Equipment  for  the  radio 
station  has  been  purchased,  and  fi¬ 
nanced,  and  the  tower  is  currently  being 
constructed.  The  building  arrangements 
have  been  completed  and  the  entire  sta¬ 
tion  will  be  in  place  and  ready  to  go  on 
or  about  the  15th  or  20th  of  January 
1956.  Despite  allegations  that  Douglass 
could  not  get  credit,  the  fact  is  that  he 


has  been  able  to  obtain  more  financial 
backing  than  needed.  From  the  fore¬ 
going,  it  is  clear  that  the  Commission 
properly  considered  Douglass’s  financial 
qualifications  to  construct,  own  and  op¬ 
erate  a  radio  station.”  In  support  of 
this  statement  WDSP  submitted  an  affi¬ 
davit  by  the  Fisher  Hardware  Co.  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  transmitter 
building  has  been  built  and  paid  for  and 
that  remodeling  of  the  studio  building 
is  about  80%  completed  and  has  been 
fully  paid  for  by  the  owner  of  the  build¬ 
ing  with  whom  Douglass  has  a  five  year 
lease  with  an  option  to  renew  for  a  like 
term.  WDSP  states  that  the  transmitter 
and  other  equipment  has  been  procured 
with  a  $6,500  down  payment  with  the 
balance  to  be  paid  in  36  months. 

7.  WDSP  states,  in  reply  to  the  pro¬ 
testant’s  allegation  that  Douglass  has  no 
credit  rating  with  the  Bank  of  Crestview, 
that  “Douglass  does  not  now  do  business 
with  said  bank  and  alleges  that  certain 
animosities  exist  toward  him  by  the 
President  of  said  bank  which  arose  out 
of  political  differences.  He  does  not 
wish  to  do  business  with  that  bank  and 
would  not  under  any  circumstances  seek 
a  loan  from  that  institution.”  WDSP, 
in  reply  to  the  protestant’s  allegation 
that  “Douglass’  reputation  for  reliability 
and  integrity  in  his  financial  dealings  in 
the  community  are  in  wide  disrepute”, 
submitted  affidavits  from  numerous  per¬ 
sons,  including  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Directors,  First  National  Bank 
of  Crestview;  a  director  of  the  said  bank; 
the  County  Judge,  Okaloosa  County, 
Florida;  the  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court, 
Okaloosa  County,  Florida;  the  licensee 
of  Station  WCNU;  the  Manager  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WCNU,  each  of  whom  stated  that 
Douglass’  integrity,  character  and  busi¬ 
ness  dealings  are  above  reproach.  WDSP 
concludes  by  reiterating  that  “during 
Douglass’  entire  life  there  have  been  only 
three  judgments  entered  against  him 
and  those  were  during  the  bleak  years  of 
depression  from  1928-1931;”  and  that 
the  judgments  have  been  satisfied. 
WDSP  alleges  that  the  protest  “is  an 
effort  on  the  part  of  Mapoles  to  discredit 
Douglass  by  making  false  statements.” 
WDSP  contends,  “It  is  inconceivable  how 
a  person  motivated  by  personal  greed 
could  go  as  far  in  making  so  many  false 
declarations  to  a  Commission,  and  then 
expect  to  be  considered  as  a  party  en¬ 
titled  to  air  his  personal  differences  be¬ 
fore  that  body,  as  a  matter  of  right.” 
WDSP  requests  that  the  protest  be  de¬ 
nied,  but  if  a  hearing  is  held  that  charac¬ 
ter  and  financial  qualifications  of 
Douglass  not  be  in  issue  and  that  the 
hearing  be  held  in  De  Funiak  Springs, 
Florida,  “or  at  some  point  accessible  to 
De  Funiak  Springs  and  Crestview 
residents.” 

8.  In  its  “Reply  To  Opposition”,  filed 
on  January  4, 1956,  WFNM,  in  substance, 
contends  that  Douglass  claimed  to  have 
funds  on  deposit  in  a  bank  that  was 
“non-existent”;  that  he  does  not  own 
100  shares  of  stock  in  the  “non-existent” 
bank  in  Crestview;  that  he  submitted  a 
“letter  of  credit”  from  the  “non-exist¬ 
ent”  bank;  that  there  are  six  judgments 
outstanding  of  record  against  Douglass; 
that  the  affidavit  of  James  Griffin  is  in¬ 
effective  to  show  payment  of  a  judgment 
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in  favor  of  H.  C.  Stores;  that  the  tax 
liens  against  Douglass  noted  in  the  Pro¬ 
test  are  not  paid;  that  the  records  show 
about  14  satisfied  judgments  against 
Douglass  since  1951,  including  one  in 
favor  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Depart¬ 
ment  in  the  amount  of  $3,560;  that 
Douglass  claims  a  mortgage  to  H.  B. 
Johnson  was  paid,  whereas,  Johnson 
wasn’t  paid  but  instead  took  back  his 
property;  that  Douglass  did  not  make 
proper  disclosure  of  other  mortgages 
against  his  property,  and,  furthermore, 
on  December  6,  1955,  executed  a  new 
blanket  mortgage  on  all  his  property  for 
$6,500;  that  Douglass  was  not  the  holder 
of  record  of  the  fee  in  the  properties  he 
listed  in  his  balance  sheet;  that  Douglass 
did  not  make  a  prima  facie  showing  that 
he  was  financially  qualified ;  that  he  does 
not  have  enough  money  to  operate  the 
station;  and  that  the  Reinke  affidavit  in 
WDSP's  opposition  to  the  protest  is 
incorrect. 

9.  In  view  of  the  facts  that  the  protes- 
tant  is  permittee  of  standard  broadcast 
station  WFNM,  De  Funiak  Springs, 
Florida,  where  Station  WDSP  proposes 
to  operate;  that  both  stations  will  be  in 
competition  for  advertising  revenue  from 
the  City  of  De  Funiak  Springs;  and  that 
the  protestant  has  alleged  that  it  will  be 
financially  injured  by  the  grant  in  ques¬ 
tion,  we  find  the  protestant  to  be  a 
“party  in  interest”  and  “a  person  ag¬ 
grieved  or  whose  interests  are  adversely 
affected”  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tions  309  (c)  and  405,  respectively,  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  T.  E.  Allen  and  Sons,  Inc., 
9  Pike  and  Fischer  RR  197;  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  v.  Sanders 
Brothers  Radio  Station,  309  U.  S.  407  (9 
Pike  and  Fischer  RR  2008).  We  find 
further  that  the  protestant’s  specifica¬ 
tion  of  facts,  matters  and  things  relied 
upon  is  with  sufficient  particularity 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  309  (c) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  to  require  designation  of  the 
above-entitled  application  for  hearing. 
We  find  further  that  there  is  no  merit  in 
WDSP’s  motion  to  dismiss  WFNM’s 
Protest  inasmuch  as  the  Protest  is 
stamped  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  as  filed  on  December 
9,  1955,  and  there  is  no  requirement  that 
the  Certificate  of  Service  be  made  by  an 
attorney. 

10.  WDSP  has  requested  that  the 
hearing  be  held  in  the  vicinity  of  De 
Funiak  Springs,  Florida;  however,  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  Commission  to  hold 
section  309  (c)  protest  hearings  at  its 
offices  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  we  be¬ 
lieve  that  in  the  instant  case  this  prac¬ 
tice  should  be  adhered  to. 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section  309 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  effective  immediately,  the 
effective  date  of  the  grant  of  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  postponed  pending 
a  final  determination  by  the  Commission 
in  the  hearing  described  below  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Protest  by  WFNM ;  that  the 
Petition  For  Reconsideration  by  WFNM 
is  granted  to  the  extent  provided  for 
below  and  denied  in  all  other  respects; 
and  that  the  above-entitled  application 


is  designated  for  hearing  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  on  the  following  issues  specified 
by  the  protestant: 

1.  To  determine  whether  W.  D.  Doug¬ 
lass  is  financially  qualified  to  construct, 
own  and  operate  the  proposed  station. 

2.  To  determine  whether  W.  D.  Doug¬ 
lass  has  made  misrepresentations  to  the 
Commission  in  his  application  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

3.  To  determine  whether  W.  D.  Doug¬ 
lass  possesses  the  necessary  character 
qualifications  to  become  a  broadcast 
licensee. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  De 
Funiak  Springs  market  will  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  revenues  to  Station  WDSP  so  as  to 
permit  it  to  adequately  serve  its  public. 

5.  To  determine  whether  the  advertis¬ 
ing  potential  of  the  De  Funiak  Springs 
Market  is  such  as  may  indicate  that  both 
stations — WFNM  and  WDSP — will  go 
under,  with  the  result  that  a  portion  of 
the  listening  public  will  be  left  without 
adequate  service. 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  advertis¬ 
ing  potential  of  De  Funiak  Springs  is  so 
slight  that  by  a  division  of  the  field  one 
or  both  stations — WFNM  and  WDSP — 
will  be  compelled  to  render  inadequate 
service. 

7.  To  determine  whether,  on  the  basis 
of  the  evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  the  grant  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  application  should  be  set  aside. 

The  burden  of  proof  on  each  of  the  above 
issues  shall  be  on  the  protestant. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  C.  W.  Ma- 
poles,  tr/as  Walton  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  permittee  of  Station  WFNM,  De 
Funiak  Springs,  Florida,  and  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  are  made  parties  to 
the  above-ordered  proceeding  and  that 

(a)  The  parties  intending  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  hearing  herein  shall  file  their 
appearances  not  later  than  January  31, 
1956. 

(b)  The  hearing  shall  commence  at 
10  a.  m.  on  February  15,  1956,  before  an 
Examiner  of  the  Commission. 

(c)  The  parties  to  the  proceeding 
herein  shall  have  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
the  issuance  of  the  Examiner’s  decision 
to  file  exceptions  thereto  and  seven  (7) 
days  thereafter  to  file  replies  to  any  such 
exceptions. 

Adopted:  January  4,  1956. 

Released:  January  6,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

l seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  56-246;  Piled,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


I  Docket  No.  11004;  PCC  56M-18] 

Ohio  Valley  Broadcasting  Corp. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Ohio  Valley 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  Clarksburg, 
West  Virginia,  Docket  No.  11004,  File  No. 
BPCT-849 ;  for  a  construction  permit  for 
a  new  television  broadcast  station. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  filed  January  4, 


1956,  by  Clarksburg  Publishing  Com¬ 
pany,  protestant  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  requesting  that  the  hearing 
in  such  proceeding  now  scheduled  to 
commence  January  16,  1956,  be  post¬ 
poned  indefinitely,  subject  to  being  re¬ 
scheduled  by  the  Hearing  Examiner, 
either  on  her  own  motion  or  upon  motion 
of  any  of  the  parties,  to  commence  on  a 
date  not  less  than  30  days  from  the  date 
of  the  order  of  rescheduling; 

It  appearing  that  the  hearing  has 
heretofore  been  twice  continued  with  the 
consent  of  all  the  parties  because  of  the 
pendency  before  the  Commission  of  (1) 
a  Petition  for  Reconsideration  and  Modi¬ 
fication  of  Hearing  Order  and  (2)  an 
Application  for  Transfer  of  Control  of 
Ohio  Valley,  and  such  matters  are  still 
undisposed  of;  and  that  disposition  of 
these  matters  may  affect  the  issues  in 
the  pending  proceeding,  as  well  as  the 
procedure  to  be  followed  and  the  prep¬ 
arations  required  for  the  hearing; 

It  futher  appearing  that  counsel  for 
Ohio  Valley  Broadcasting  Corporation 
and  counsel  for  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
have  informally  agreed  to  a  waiver  of 
the  so-called  four-day  rule  and  have 
consented  to  a  grant  of  the  instant 
motion; 

It  is  ordered,  This  5th  day  of  January, 
1956,  that  the  motion  be  and  it  is  hereby 
granted;  and  that  the  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  be  and  it  is 
hereby  postponed  indefinitely,  subject  to 
being  rescheduled  to  commence  on  a  date 
not  less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  order  of  resch  iling. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

f seal!  Mary  Jane  Morris. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-247;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8  :49  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  11570;  FCC  56M-15] 
Oregon  Radio,  Inc.  (KSLM-TV) 
order  scheduling  conference 

In  re  application  of  Oregon  Radio,  Inc. 
(KSLM-TV) ,  Salem,  Oregon,  Docket  No. 
11570,  File  No.  BMPCT-1835;  for  modifi¬ 
cation  of  construction  permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  6th  day  of  January 
1956,  that,  in  accordance  with  §  1.813  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  a  prehearing 
conference  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  held  in  the  offices  of  the 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  com¬ 
mencing  at  10:00  a.  m.,  January  13,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-248;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  11671;  FCC  56M-16] 
JOHNSONVILLE  BROADCASTING  CO. 
ORDER  SCHEDULING  CONFERENCE 

In  re  application  of  Dr.  Alexander 
Leech  and  William  E.  Leech,  d/b  as 
Johnsonville  Broadcasting  Company, 
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New  Johnsonville,  Tennessee,  Docket  No. 
11571,  File  No.  BP-9810;  for  construction 
permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding: 

It  is  ordered.  This  6th  day  of  January 
1956,  that  all  parties,  or  their  attorneys, 
are  directed  to  appear  for  a  pre-hearing 
conference,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  §  1.813  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  at 
the  Commission’s  offices  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  at  10:00  a.  m.t  January  31,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-249;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11602] 

Clara  Lee  Wood 

ORDER  TO  SHOW  CAUSE  WHY  LICENSE 
SHOULD  NOT  BE  REVOKED 

In  the  matter  of  Clara  Lee  Wood, 
Tampa,  Florida;  order  to  show  cause  why 
the  license  of  Station  WPD  should  not 
be  revoked. 

There  being  under  consideration  cer¬ 
tain  alleged  violations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  in  connection  with  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  station  WPD,  licensed  to  Clara 
Lee  Wood,  3410  Obispo  Street,  Tampa, 
Florida,  and  located  on  McKay  Street 
in  Tampa; 

It  appearing  that  notices  of  the  viola¬ 
tions  of  §  7.131  (b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  for  transmitting  in  excess  of  the 
authorized  frequency  tolerance  during 
the  operation  of  said  station  were  given 
as  follows : 

(a)  Notice  dated  April  27,  1955,  con¬ 
cerning  a  violation  on  April  19,  1955. 

(b)  Notice  dated  June  6,  1955,  con¬ 
cerning  a  violation  on  May  28, 1955. 

(c)  Notice  dated  September  14,  1955, 
concerning  violations  on  September  8, 
1955. 

(d)  Notice  dated  October  27,  1955, 
concerning  violations  on  October  20, 
1955. 

(e)  Notice  dated  November  15,  1955, 
concerning  a  violation  on  November  7, 
1955. 

It  further  appearing  that  as  of  this 
date  the  licensee  has  taken  no  action  to 
correct  these  above-mentioned 
violations ; 

It  is  ordered,  This  9th  day  of  January 
1956  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  312  (c)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  that  the  said  Clara 
Lee  Wood,  3410  Obispo  Street,  Tampa, 
Florida,  show  cause  why  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  license  should  not  be  revoked  and 
appear  and  give  evidence  in  respect 
thereto  at  a  hearing 1  to  be  held  before 


1  Section  1 .402  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
provides  that  in  order  to  have  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  appear  before  the  Commission  at  the 
time  and  place  specified  in  an  order  to  show 
cause,  a  licensee  shall  within  thirty  (30)  days 
from  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  a  show  cause 


this  Commission  at  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  1st  day  of  March  1956; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  the 
licensee  by  Registered  Mail — Return  Re¬ 
ceipt  Requested. 

Released:  January  10,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  P.  Massing, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-250;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  G-9254,  G-9305] 

East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.  and 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS  AND  ORDERS 

January  9,  1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1955,  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  issued  its  findings  and  orders 
adopted  December  20,  1955,  issuing  cer¬ 
tificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  in  the  above-entitled  matters. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-228;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G— 2569,  G-2570] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  and  Signal  Oil 
and  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  GRANTING  MOTION  FOR  STAY 
OF  ORDER  AND  PROVIDING  FOR  REFUND 

January  9, 1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1955,  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  its  order  adopted  December 
22,  1955,  granting  motion  for  stay  of 
order  and  providing  for  refund  in  the 
above-entitled  matters. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-227;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


order  submit  a  written  statement  informing 
the  Commission  whether  said  licensee  will 
appear  at  the  designated  hearing  and  present 
evidence  upon  the  matters  specified,  or 
whether  the  rights  to  such  a  hearing  are 
waived.  Waiver  of  the  hearing  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  setting  forth  the 
reasons  why  the  licensee  believes  that  an 
order  of  revocation  should  not  be  issued. 
A  waiver  unaccompanied  by  such  a  statement 
will  be  deemed  to  be  an  admission  of  the 
allegations  specified  in  the  order  to  show 
cause.  Failure  to  respond  to  a  show  cause 
order  within  the  above-mentioned  thirty 
(30)  day  period,  or,  having  informed  the 
Commission  in  writing  within  the  above- 
mentioned  thirty  (30)  day  period  that  the 
licensee  will  appear  at  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  upon  the  matter  specified  and 
then  falling  to  appear  at  the  hearing,  will 
be  deemed  to  be  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  a 
hearing  and  an  admission  of  the  allega¬ 
tions  specified  in  the  order  to  show  cause. 


[Docket  No.  G-6219,  etc.] 

Nancy  Lewis  Welsh  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS  AND  ORDER 

January  9,  1956. 

In  the  matters  of  Nancy  Lewis  Welsh 
et  al..  Docket  No.  G-6219;  Van  Lewis, 
Docket  No.  G-6220;  Bracken  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  G-6883. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1955,  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  issued  its  findings  and  order 
adopted  December  20, 1955,  in  the  above- 
entitled  matters,  issuing  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  to 
Nancy  Lewis  Welsh  et  al..  Docket  No. 
G-6219,  and  Van  Lewis,  Docket  No.  G- 
6220;  and  dismissing  application  by 
Bracken  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
6883. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-253;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9259] 

Stanolind  Oil  and  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  ACCEPTING  RATE  SCHEDULE 
FOR  FILING  AND  TERMINATING  PROCEEDING 

January  9, 1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  30, 1955,  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  its  order  adopted  December 
20,  1955,  accepting  rate  schedule  for  fil¬ 
ing  and  terminating  proceeding  in  the 
above-entitled  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-254;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.[ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Handling  of  Dried  Prunes  Produced  in 
California 

DETERMINATIONS  WITH  RESPECT  TO  NUMBER 
OF  NOMINEES  WHICH  MAY  BE  NOMINATED 
BY  COOPERATIVE  MARKETING  ASSOCIATIONS 
AND  NUMBER  OF  HANDLER  MEMBER  NOMI¬ 
NEES  WHICH  MAY  BE  NOMINATED  BY 
LARGE,  MEDIUM  AND  SMALL  INDEPENDENT 
HANDLERS,  RESPECTIVELY,  AS  MEMBERS  OF 
PRUNE  ADMINISTRATIVE  COMMITTEE  IN 
1956  ELECTION  YEAR 

It  is  provided  in  §  993.28  (a)  (2)  of 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  110,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  Marketing  Order  No.  93,  as 
amended  (19  F.  R.  1301),  regulating  the 
handling  of  dried  prunes  produced  in 
California,  effective  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) ,  that: 
(1)  Prior  to  March  1  of  each  election  year, 
the  committee  shall  report  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  the  total  tonnage  of  primes  handled 
by  all  handlers  as  the  first  handlers 
thereof  and  the  total  tonnage  of  prunes 
handled  by  cooperative  marketing  asso¬ 
ciations  as  the  first  handlers  thereof 
during  the  crop  year  preceding  such  elec¬ 
tion  year;  (2)  prior  to  March  15  of  each 
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election  year,  the  Secretary  shall  deter¬ 
mine  and  announce  the  number  of  pro¬ 
ducer  member  nominees  and  producer 
alternate  member  nominees  which  shall 
be  nominated  by  cooperative  marketing 
associations  handling  prunes  on  behalf 
of  their  members;  and  (3)  such  number 
of  nominees  shall  bear,  as  far  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  the  same  percentage  compared  to 
the  total  of  14  producer  members  and 
their  alternates  as  the  prune  tonnage 
handled  by  cooperative  marketing  asso¬ 
ciations  as  the  first  handlers  thereof 
bears  to  the  total  tonnage  handled  by  all 
handlers  as  the  first  handlers  thereof 
during  the  crop  year  preceding  such  elec¬ 
tion  year. 

It  is  provided  in  §  993.28  (b)  of  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order  that: 
(1)  Prior  to  March  15  of  each  election 
year,  the  Secretary  shall  determine  and 
announce  the  number  of  handler  mem¬ 
ber  nominees  and  handler  alternate 
member  nominees  which  shall  be  nom¬ 
inated  by  cooperative  marketing  asso¬ 
ciations  handling  prunes,  on  the  same 
basis  as  his  determination  of  the  number 
of  cooperative  producer  nominees,  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  such  sec¬ 
tion;  (2)  at  the  same  time  he  shall 
determine  and  announce,  for  those  han¬ 
dlers  who  are  not  cooperative  marketing 
associations  (referred  to  as  “Independent 
handlers”) ,  the  number  of  handler  mem¬ 
ber  nominees  and  handler  alternate 
member  nominees  to  be  nominated  by 
large  handlers,  the  number  to  be  nom¬ 
inated  by  medium  handlers,  and  the 
number  to  be  nominated  by  small  han¬ 
dlers;  and  (3)  large  handlers  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  those  who  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  crop  year  individually  handled  as 
the  first  handlers  thereof,  17  or  more 
percent  of  the  total  tonnage  handled  by 
independent  handlers  as  the  first  han¬ 
dlers  thereof;  medium  handlers,  those 
who  during  the  preceding  crop  year  in¬ 
dividually  handled  as  the  first  handlers 
thereof,  8  or  more  percent  but  less  than 
17  percent  of  the  total  tonnage  handled 
by  independent  handlers  as  the  first  han¬ 
dlers  thereof ;  and  small  handlers,  those 
who  during  the  preceding  crop  year  in¬ 
dividually  handled  as  the  first  handlers 
thereof,  less  than  8  percent  of  the  total 
tonnage  handled  by  independent  han¬ 
dlers  as  the  first  handlers  thereof. 

It  is  further  provided  in  said  §  993.28 
(b)  that  the  Secretary  shall,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion  and  insofar  as  it  is  possible  to  do 
so,  apportion  40  percent  of  the  independ¬ 
ent  handler  nominees  to  large  handlers, 
20  percent  of  the  independent  handler 
nominees  to  medium  handlers,  and  40 
percent  of  the  independent  handler  nom¬ 
inees  to  small  handlers,  but  in  the  event 
that  these  proportions  cannot  be  fol¬ 
lowed,  there  shall  be  at  least  one  inde¬ 
pendent  handler  member  nominee  and 
handler  alternate  member  nominee  ap¬ 
portioned  to  each  of  the  three  classes  of 
independent  handlers,  and  the  nominees 
for  any  remaining  member  positions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  respective  alternates,  shall 
be  apportioned  to  the  size  class  or  classes 
as  determined  at  a  general  meeting  of 
independent  handlers  which  shall  be 
called  for  that  purpose  by  the  commit¬ 


tee,  such  determination  to  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  a  majority  vote  of  all  inde¬ 
pendent  handlers  who  are  present  at 
such  meeting  and  participate  in  the  vot¬ 
ing,  and  on  the  further  basis  of  one  vote 
for  each  such  handler  in  each  balloting. 

Pursuant  to  the  aforesaid  provisions 
and  on  the  basis  of  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  that:  (1)  Cooperative  market¬ 
ing  associations  handling  prunes  on  be¬ 
half  of  their  members  shall  nominate, 
pursuant  to  §  993.28  (a)  (2)  of  the  afore¬ 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order,  six 
producer  member  nominees  and  six  pro¬ 
ducer  alternate  member  nominees  and, 
pursuant  to  §  993.28  (b)  of  the  aforesaid 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  three 
handler  member  nominees  and  three 
handler  alternate  member  nominees;  (2) 
each  of  the  three  respective  classes  of 
independent  handlers,  large,  medium, 
and  small,  as  defined  in  the  aforesaid 
§  993.28  (b)  shall  nominate,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  that  section,  one  han¬ 
dler  member  nominee  and  one  handler 
alternate  member  nominee;  and  (3)  in¬ 
dependent  handler  members,  in  a  meet¬ 
ing  called  for  that  purpose  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  shall  determine,  pursuant  to  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  aforesaid 
§  993.28  (b),  the  size  class  to  which  one 
handler  member  nominee  shall  be  ap¬ 
portioned  and  the  size  class  to  which 
one  handler  alternate  member  nominee 
shall  be  apportioned. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  impracti¬ 
cable  and  unnecessary  to  give  prelimi¬ 
nary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule  mak¬ 
ing  and  postpone  the  determination  and 
announcement  of  the  number  of  member 
and  alternate  member  nominees  to  be 
nominated  by  cooperative  marketing  as¬ 
sociations  handling  prunes  on  behalf  of 
their  members  and  the  number  of  han¬ 
dler  member  nominees  and  handler  al¬ 
ternate  member  nominees  to  be  nomi¬ 
nated  by  large,  medium,  and  small 
independent  handlers,  respectively,  until 
30  days  after  publication  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  because:  (1)  The  de¬ 
terminations  are  the  result  of  mathe¬ 
matical  computations  based  upon  the 
tonnages  handled  by  all  handlers  and  by 
each  cooperative  marketing  association, 
as  already  reported  to  the  Prune  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  by  each  individual 
handler;  (2)  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  this  matter  would  serve  no 
useful  purpose,  as  the  bases  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  foregoing  determinations  and  the 
announcement  thereof  are  prescribed  in 
the  marketing  order,  as  aforesaid;  and 
(3)  compliance  with  these  determina¬ 
tions  will  not  require  any  special  prepa¬ 
ration  on  the  part  of  interested  parties, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  in 
the  circumstances,  for  such  compliance. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
008c;  7  CFR  993.28  (a)  and  (b) ) 

Dated:  January  9,  1956. 

[seal]  F.  R.  Burke, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-232;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.J 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

[Administrative  Order  T-705J 
Kansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  1, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

The  American  Communication 
Company,  Inc.,  Kansas  512-C 
American _ $655,  000 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-256;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.j 


[Administrative  Order  T-706] 
Wisconsin 
loan  announcement 

November  3,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Vernon  Telephone  Cooperative, 

Wisconsin  531-B  Vernon _ $101,000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-257;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-707J 
South  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  3,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Brookings  County  Telephone  Co¬ 
operative  Association,  Inc., 

South  Dakota  518-A  Brookings.  $429,000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-258;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  T-708J 
North  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  4, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
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a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

West  River  Mutual  Aid  Tele¬ 
phone  Corporation,  North 
Dakota  528-D  West  River _ $344,  000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-259;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-709] 
Kentucky 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  8, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Harold  Telephone  Company, 

Inc.,  Kentucky  534-A  Harold.  1  $337,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Robert  T.  Beall, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-260;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-710] 
Missouri 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  10,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

The  Inter-County  Telephone 
Company,  Missouri  552-A 
Gallatin  _ _ 1  $435, 000 

'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-261:  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-711] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  10, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

No.  8 - 4 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Santa  Rosa  Telephone  Coopera¬ 
tive,  Inc.,  Texas  559-E  Vernon.  $21, 000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-262;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-712] 
Wisconsin 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  17, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Nelson  Telephone  Cooperative, 

Wisconsin  502-A  Nelson _ 1  $524,  000 


'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-263;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-713] 

South  Carolina 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  21, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Home  Telephone  Company,  Inc., 

South  Carolina  526-A  Home.  1  $460,  000 
'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-264;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-714] 
Washington 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  23, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Farmers  Mutual  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Washington  508-C  Farm¬ 
ers  Mutual _ $170,000 


[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-265;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-715] 
Michigan 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  25, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Southern  Telephone  Company, 

Michigan  521-A  Southern _ '  $400,  000 

'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-266;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-716] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  28, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

The  Eureka  Telephone  Company, 

Inc.,  Indiana  505-E  Eureka _ $131,  000 

[seal]  J.  K.  O’Shaughnessy, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-267;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-717] 

North  Carolina 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

November  29, 1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation :  Amount 

Randolph  Telephone  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation,  North  Caro¬ 
lina  529— A  Asheboro _ 1  $485,  000 


'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  J.  K.  O’Shaughnessy, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-268;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-718] 
Pennsylvania 

„  allocation  of  funds  for  loans 

November  30,  1955. 

I  hereby  amend: 

(a)  Administrative  Order  No.  T-476, 
dated  June  30,  1954,  by  rescinding  the 


i 
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loan  of  $114,000  therein  made  for  “Cal- 
lensburg  Telephone  Company — Pennsyl¬ 
vania  513-A”. 

[seal!  J.  K.  O’Shaughnessy, 

Acting  Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-269;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  T-719] 
Oklahoma 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  2,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration; 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Totah  Telephone  Company  In¬ 
corporated,  Oklahoma  536-A 
Ochelata . . . >$193,000 

>  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-270;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  T-720] 
Wisconsin 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  2,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

West  Wisconsin  Telephone  Co¬ 
operative,  Wisconsin  545-A 
Menomonie _ 1  $442,  000 

>  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-271;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  T-721] 

Kansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  5,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Gorham  Telephone  Company, 

Kansas  562-A  Gorham _ 1  $267,  000 


'Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-272;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.[ 


[Administrative  Order  T-722] 
Kansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  5,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Home  Telephone  Company,  Inc., 

Kansas  561- A  Home _ 1  $288,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-273;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-723] 
Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  5,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Fillmore  County  Telephone  Co¬ 
operative,  Minnesota  525-C 
Fillmore .  $479,000 


[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-274;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-724] 
Alabama 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  6,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Arab  Telephone  Company,  Inc., 

Alabama  508-B  Arab _ $263,  000 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-275;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-725] 
Louisiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  7,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 


amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Northeast  Louisiana  Telephone 
Company,  Louisiana  525-A 
Collinston _ >  $170,  000 

>  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-276;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.) 


[Administrative  Order  T-726] 

Ohio 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  9,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

The  Nova  Telephone  Company, 

Ohio  5 10- A  Nova. _ _ >$146,000 

>  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  R.  G.  Zook, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-277;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-727] 
Tennessee 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  9,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Yorkville  Mutual  Telephone 
Company,  Inc.,  Tennessee 
51 3-D  Yorkville . $214,000 

[seal]  R.  G.  Zook, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-278;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-728] 
Missouri 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  9,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 
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Friday ,  January  IS ,  1956 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

The  Inter-County  Telephone 
Company,  Missouri  552-B 
Gallatin _ $265,000 

[seal]  R.  G.  Zook, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F  R.  Doc-  56-279;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-729] 
Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  13,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration; 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Hector  Telephone  Company, 
Minnesota  539-C  Hector _ $419,  000 

[SEAL]  ANCHER  NELSEN, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-280;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-730] 
Missouri 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  13,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Waco  Telephone  Company,  Mis¬ 
souri  515— A  Asbury _ 1  $154, 000 

*  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal!  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-281;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-731] 

North  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  13,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

West  River  Mutual  Aid  Telephone 
Corporation,  North  Dakota 
528-B  West  River _ $440,  000 

[seal!  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-282;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-732] 
Oklahoma 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  13,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Hinton  Telephone  Company  of 
Hinton,  Oklahoma,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  Oklahoma  538-A 
Hinton _ _ _ *  $219,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal!  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-283;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-733] 
Tennessee 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  14,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Parsons  Telephone  Company, 

Tennessee  510-B  Parsons _ *$417,000 

*  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal!  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-284;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-734] 
Louisiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  14,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Chatham  Telephone  Co.,  Inc., 

Louisiana  521-A  Chatham _ 1  $196,000 

*  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-285;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-735] 

Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  14,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 


a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Webster-Calhoun  Cooperative 
Telephone  Association,  Iowa 
523— B  Gowrie _ $171,000 

[seal]  Fred  H.  Strong, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-286;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-736] 
Florida 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  15,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Zephyrhills  Telephone  Company, 

Inc.,  Florida  512-A  Zephyr- 

hills _ *$371,000 

*  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-287;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-737 ] 

Ohio 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  15,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Sherwood  Mutual  Telephone 
Association,  Inc.,  Ohio  509-A 
Sherwood _ *  $147,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-288;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-738] 
Oregon 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration: 
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Loan  designation:  Amount 

Depoe  Bay  Telephone  Company, 

Oregon  519-A  Depoe  Bay _ 1  $136,  000 

*  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-289;  Filed.  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-739J 
Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Southeast  Iowa  Telephone 
Company,  Iowa  552-A  South¬ 
east  _ '•$296,000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[Administrative  Order  T-742J 
California 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Mariposa  County  Telephone 
Company,  Inc.,  California 
516— A  Mariposa _ 1  $374,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-290;  Filed,  Jan.  12.  1956; 
8:54  a.  m] 


[Administrative  Order  T-740] 

South  Carolina 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Home  Telephone  Company  of 
Simpsonville,  Inc.,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  514-C  Home _ $236,  000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-291;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.[ 


[Administrative  Order  T-741] 

North  Carolina 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Guilford  Telephone  Company, 

North  Carolina  524-A  Guil¬ 
ford  CoUege _ 1  $443,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-293;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-743] 
Georgia 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Camden  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  Inc.,  Georgia 
553— A  Camden _ 1  $650,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Rib  Lake  Telephone  Company, 

Wisconsin  562-A  Rib  Lake _ 1  $149,  000 

1  Simultaneous  allocation  and  loan. 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-300;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  T-750] 
Oregon 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  22,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Pioneer  Telephone  Cooperative, 

Oregon  506-D  Pioneer _ $432,  000 


[SEAL] 


Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-292;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-294;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-744] 
Virginia 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  19,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Central  Virginia  Telephone  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Virginia  515-B  Amherst-  $92,  000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-295;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-749] 
Wisconsin 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  22,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ru¬ 
ral  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad- 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-301;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:55  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  T-751J 
Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

December  27,  1955. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Northeast  Texas  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Texas  586-B  Bogata _ $121, 000 

[seal]  Ancher  Nelsen, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-302;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:55  a.  m.J 


OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

Richard  H.  Lamberton 

EMPLOYMENT  WITHOUT  COMPENSATION  AND 
STATEMENT  OF  BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

Note:  This  amends  the  statement  pub¬ 
lished  on  December  31,  1955  (20  F.  R.  10186). 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Ohio  Oil  Company. 

United  Air  Lines. 

United  States  Smelting  &  Refining. 

Union  Tank  Car  Company. 

Clinton  Oil  Company,  partnership. 
Employment :  Special  Representative 

Union  Tank  Car  Company. 

Dated:  December  27,  1955. 

Richard  H.  Lamberton. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-252;  Filed,  Jan.  12,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.l 


i 


i 


